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DEED OF RIGHT OF WAY FOR ROAD PURPOSES

AND AN OFFER TO DEDICATE FOR PUBLIC STREET AND ROAD PURPOSES
The undersigned, hereby warranting they constitute all of the owners of the real property hereinafter specifi-
cally described, hereby grant a right of way for ingress and egress, public utilities, storm and sanitary sewers,
water pipe lines, and street purposes, in, under, over, through and across the described real property, such grant
being to those owners of existing developed sites, who obtain County approval of such uses, and to owners of
subsequently approved building sites, or both, whether a part of the hereinafter described real property or not,
which sites require or necessarily use such described real property as the means of access to a public road.

The undersigned further, irrevocably offer to dedicate to the County of Santa Clara, or its successor
agencies and assigns, forever a right of way and easement for public street and road purposes in, over, under,
through and across the real property hereinafter described, such dedication to be accepted only when the Board
of Supervisors or its successor agencies and assigns adopt and record in the Office of the Recorder of the Gounty
of Santa Clara a resolution specifically accepting as a county maintained road such offered right of way, such
acceptance including any or all of the purposes set forth herein. Until such resolution is recorded, the County of
Santa Clara shall not be responsible for and shall incur no liability with respect to such offered right of way or
any improvement thereon, or any maintainance thercof nor shall this offer in any way alter the present status

of the described right of way as essentially a private road until such time as there is such formal acceptance by
the County of Santa Clara.

If any change in alignment, length or width of roadway approved by the County of Santa Clara or its suc-

cessor agencies results in vacation of any part of the real property dedicated herein, such vacation shall terminate
the dedication as to the part vacated.

The provisions hereof shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the heirs, successors, assigns and
personal representatives of the respective parties hereto.

Such real property is described as follows:

SEE EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERETO
AND MADE PART THEREOF

.
i

PO e

CHECKED FOR ACCURACY AND COMPLIANCE
WITH COUNTY REQUIREMENTS

ﬂw Lol ¢

ame of Civil Engineer or Land Surveyor

ez 23770 _pologlhs

(RCE or LS Number)

Daté el
SCHW00R - |




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, thc"d Owner(s) ha=... exccuted this Deed on.

Y MIAE Dl o J5iirmeel 268

(OWNER)

The undersigned, Trustee under Deed of Trust recorded in Book ... Official Records, page ...........
Santa Clara County Records, hereby joins in, consents to, and subordinates its rights under said Deed of Trust
to the casement herein conveyed :

(TRUSTEE)

(Individual)
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, s
8

........................ County of

On this._._. % ()"hﬁ

before me, ..........\ M ............. 68\ ............................... , a Notary Public,

State of California, duly commissioned and sworn, personally appeared

_______________ o Prtonx. ch\hoo@

OFFICIAL SEAL ] s s e
CATHY BIAGGI known to me to be the person...whose name......\=2...___subscribed to the within instrument,
NOTARY PUBLIC-CALIFGRNIA
SAMTA CLARA COUNTY and acknowledged to me that....he... executed the same.

My Corunission Expires July 11, 1989

and affixed my official seal

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hergunto set my h
in the. et the day and

Notary Public, State of California.

Cowdery’s Form No. 34—(Acknowledgment—General) (C, C. Sec. 1189) My Commission Exp"-es

(Corporation)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
ss.

DEIOIE TI1E, it ettt bttt ans , a Notary Public,

State of California, duly commissioned and sworn, pérsonally appeared

known to me to be the .. ... of the corporation described

in and that executed the within instrument, and also known to me to be the person ...who
cxecuted the within instrument on behalf of the corporation therein named, and acknowledged

to me that such corporation exccuted the same

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my offical seal

in the ... County of oo the day and

year in this certificate first above written.

{ Partnership)
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

t0 Be i ... of the partners of the partnership
that executed the within instrument, and acknowledged to me
that such partnership executed the same.

WITNESS my hand and official scal.

Signature

My Commission EXpires ..., .
@9146 REV 10/72




. v
™,

N

Jo1iemel 269

October 7, 1985 16455-228

EXHIBIT "A"
OF THAT CERTAIN
DEED OF RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR ROAD PURPOSES

A1l that portion of Lots 9 through Lot 20 in Block "L" as said Lot and Block
are shown on that certain Map entitled "Map of Subdivision No. 2 - Los Altos
Country Club Properties'" as recorded August 3, 1925 in Book "U'" of Maps at
pages 1, 2 and 3, Santa Clara County Records, situate in the County of Santa
Clara, State of California, such real property being more particularly
described as follows:

BEGINNING at the most Northerly corner of said Lot 9 said Northerly corner
also being on the centerline of West Brook Avenue a 40 foot right-of-way as
shown on said Map; thence from said point of beginning along the generally
Easterly lines of said Lot 9 through Lot 20 the following four courses and
distances: South 159 54' East 205.14 feet; South 050 43' East 205.12
feet; South 120 47' West 65.00 feet; South 23° 26' West 195.00 feet to the
most Southerly corner of said Lot 20; thence leaving said Easterly line and
centerline of said West Brook Avenue along the Southerly line of said Lot 20
North 66° 34' West 30.00 feet; thence parallel to and 30 feet distant from,
measured at right angles to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue North
230 26' East 157.72 feet; thence along a tangent curve to the left with a
radius of 370.00 feet through a central angle of 100 39' an arc distance of
68.77 feet to a point that is 30 feet distant from, measured at right angles
to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue; thence along a line parallel to
the centerline of said West Brook Avenue North 129 47' East 11.43 feet;
thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of 70.00 feet through a
central angle of 18% 30', an arc distance of 22,60 feet to a point that is
30 feet distant from, measured at right angles to the centerline of said West
Brook Avenue; thence along a line parallel to the centerline of said West
Brook Avenue North 050 43' West 135,37 feet; thence along a tangent curve to
the left with a radius of 570.00 feet through a central angle of 10° 11' an
arc distance of 101.31 feet to a point that is 30 feet distant from, measured
at right angles to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue; thence along a
line parallel to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue North 150 54' West
151.68 feet to the north line of said Lot 9; thence along the North line of
said Lot 9 North 74° 06' East to the point of beginning, containing 0.4572
acres, more or less.
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COUNTY SURVEYOR'S CFFICE
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AGREEMENT BY OWNER OR HIS SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST
TO CONSTRUCT FUTURE LAND DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS
(DEFERRED TMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT)

Projett Identification: @76/3 ~ 47 =23 ~ Q7B HIODDEN VALLEY LW,

This is an agreement between the COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, hereinafter
referred to as 'County , and SERWVARDO A. [FErREIRA

Rerelnafter referred to as Owner', _
WHEREAS, Owner desires to develop the property described in Exhibit A
- and wishes to defer construction of permanent improvements and County
agrees to such deferment provided Owner agrees to construct improvements
as herein provided.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED:

I, AGREEMENT BINDING ON SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST

This agreement is an instrument affecting the .title or possession of
the real property described in Exhibit A. All the terms, covenents and
conditions herein imposed shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit
of the successors in interest of Owner. Upon the sale or division of the
property described in Exhibit A the terms of this agreement shall apply
separately to each parcel and the owner of each parcel shall succeed to
the obligations imposed on Owner by this agreement. Upon annexation to
any Cltg Owner agrees to fulfill all the terms of this agreement upon

demand by such city as though Owner had contracted with such city origi-
nally. Any annexing city shall have all the rights of a third party
beneficiary. ,

- I1., STREET AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

A, County and Owner agree that the-improVements set forth in this
section may be deferred because:
It is not practical to install full street and drainage
improvements at this time.

B. Owner agrees to construct the following improvements on the
property described in Exhibit A as well as required off-site improvements
in the manner set forth in this agreement:

Improvements required by County and generally described on Exhlblt B.
(Cross oul improvements that are not required,)

1. Curb and gutter

2. Sidewalks

3. Driveways

i, Street grading, base and paving

5. Storm drainage facilities

6. Erosion control plantings and facilltles

7. Flectroliers

8. \Underground conduit with wiring and pull boxes

9. Barricades and other improvements needed for traffic safety,
10. SEreet trees and other improvements between the curb _and prnperty

: ne
11 Relocation of exlstlng fences, signs and ut111t1es ST

1965 REV 7/76 Page 1 of 3



‘ments dedicated and accepted by resolutfon of the Boa

12. Payment of a pro rata share of the costs as determined by the
County of a storm drainage or street improvement which has been,
or is to be, provided by others or jointly provided by Owner and
others where such facility benefits the property described in
Exhibic A,

C. When the County Engineer or County Surveyor determines that_the
reasons for the deferment of the improvements as set forth in Section 11
no longer exist, he shall notify Owner in writing to commence their in-
stallation and construction. The notice shall be mailed to the current
owner or owners of the land as shown on the latest adopted county assess-
ment roll, The notice shall describe the work to be done by owners, the
time within which the work shall commence and the time within which the
work shall be completed. All or any portion of said improvements may be
required at a specified time. Each owner shall participate on a pro rata
basis in the cost of the improvements to be installed. 1If Owner is obli-
gated to pay a pro rata share of a cost of a facility provided by others,
the notice shall include the amount to be paid and the time when payment
must be made. E :

111, PEREORMANCE OF THE WORK

Owner agrees to perform the work and make the payments required by
County as set forth herein or as modified by the Board of Supervisors.
Owner shall cause plans and specifications for the improvements to be
prepared by competent persons legally qualified to do the work and to
submit said improvement plans and specifications for approval prior to
commencement of the work described in the notice and to pay couaty in-
spection fees. The work shall be done in accordance with couanty standards
in efifect at the time improvement plans are submitted for approval. Owner
agrees to commence and complete the work within the time specified in the
notice and to notify the County at least 48 hours prior to start of work. .
In the event Owner fails to construct any improvements required under this
agreement, County may, at its option, do the work and collect all the costs
from the Owner., Permission to enter onto the property of Owner is granted

to County or its contractor as may be necessary to construct such improvements.

1V, JOINT COOPERATIVE PLAN

Owner agrees to cooperate u{on notice by County with other property
owners, the County and other public agencies to provide the improvements
set forth herein under a ioint cooperative plan includin% the formation
of a local improvements district, if this method is feasible to secure

the installation and construction of the improvements. . '

V. REVIEW OF REQUIREMENTS

If Owner disagrees with the requirements set forth in any notice to
commence installation.of improvements he shall, within 30 days of the
date the rotice was. mailed, request a review of the requirements by the
Board of Supervisors of County. The decision of this Board shall be
binding upon  both County anﬁ’Owner.

"VI. MAINTENANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS

.. County agrees .to accept for maintenance those ihprovements specified

'in Section 11 which are 'constructed and completed in accordance with County

standards and requirements and are installed within rights of way or ease-
rd of Supervisgors.

Deferred Improvement Agreement -
Page 2 of 3



Owner agrees to provide any necessary temporary drainage facilities,
access road or other required improvements, to assume responsibility for
the proper functioning thereof, to submit plans to the appropriate County
agency for review, if required, and to maintain said improvements and
facilities in a manner which will preclude any hazard to life or health
or damage to adjoining property.

VII. 'BONDS

Prior to approval of improvement plans by the County, Owner may be
required to execute and deliver to the County a faithful performance bond
and a labor and materials bond in an amount and form acceptable to County
*to be released by the Board of Supervisors in whole or in part upon com-
pletion of the work required and payment of all persons furnishing labor
and materials in the performance of the work, :

VIII. INSURANCE

Owner shall maintain, or shall require any contractor engaged to per-
form the work to maintain, at all times during the performance of the work
called for herein, a separate policy of insurance in a form and amount ac-
ceptable to County. : :

1X, INDEMNITY

. The Developer shall assume the defense and indemnify and save harmless
the County, its officers, agents and employees, from every expense, liabil-
ity or payment by reason of injury "including death" to persons or damage to
property suffered through any act or omission, including passive negligence
or act of negligence, or both, of the Developer, his employees, agents, con-
tractors, subcontractors, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by either
of them, or arising in any way from the work called for by this agreement,
on any part of the premises, inbludin§ those matters arising out of the
deferment of permanent drainage facilities or the adequacy, safety, use or-
nonuse of temporary drainage facilities, the performance or nonperformance
of the work. This provision shall not be deemed to require the developer
to indemnify the County against the liability for damage arising from the
sole negligence or willful misconduct of the County or its agents, servants
or independent contractors who are directly responsible to the County.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, County has executed this agreement as of

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA |
. » [ . .
. “ L /é
Céunty Suréeyor
reement as of ﬂ¢3f ’, s 924"

werdh A,
7. =4

gn Names Exactly as The : ear
. On Deed of Title) Yy PP

0
APPROVED AS TO. FORM: BEANARDS A . fERRE/RA

R R 4 "((144‘“:
Déferred Improvement Agreement Page 3 of 3

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owner has executed this




CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT
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)
{ . 2
S State of C’/&?/}éﬂf/ﬂ s

)
& County of J};,\)y,,_; CLpe A
@ _ 9]
On ﬂe%ﬁ’% >0 ;/77; betore me, QIZ/M:G /- Jove , Q)
( Date T Narme and Title of Officer (g,9., “Jane Doe.)lﬂlary Pubiic”) |
i@ personally appeared _ £F7Cea/ReRD NI ),i;‘,(e/;/,eﬂ , 9]
[ Name(s) of Signer(s) o]
o D personally known to me — OR - X proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s)
X whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument 3
o and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the :
b same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by )
& 1. S0NG his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), z
: Vo, mmwmm‘lgmﬁﬂlmu or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, ]
“ A Notary Pubtic — Caiifornia § executed the instrument. 4
! q N My Comm. Bptes Mar 152000 | WITNESS my hand and official seal.

&

&t

. / ignature of Notary Putifig

q

o OPTIONAL —

D Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying ory the document and could prevent
!', fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another docurent.

& Description of Attached Document

€

[: Title or Type of Document:

Document Date: Number of Pages:

: Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:

e _— . .

% Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s)

H 9 : ’

it Signer’'s Name: Signer’s Name:

1€

g O Individual O individual

i O Corporate Officer O Corporate Officer

11 Title(s): Title(s):

I ] Partner — O Limited O General O Partner — O Limited [ General

& 0 Attorney-in-Fact O Attorney-in-Fact

& O Trustee a— O Trustee :
{ 0 Guardian or Conservator O Guardian or Conservator A e saen 3
& O Other: Top of thumb here 1 Other: Top of thumb here X
3
s
£ . . . .

@ Signer Is Representing: Signer Is Representing:

i ’

P

@
8
[
B{/' Vg

© 1995 National Notary Association » 8236 Remmet Ave., P.O. Box 7184 « Canoga Park, CA 91309-7184 Prod. No. 5907 Reorder: Call Toll-Frae 1-800-876-6827



EXHIBIT A

All that certain parcel of land described in that Grant Deed. Daniel G.
Arellano to Bernardo A. Ferreira recorded with document no. 13825469
Official records. Office of the Recorder, County of Santa Clara, State of
California, which description is by this reference incorporated herein
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AGREEMENT 8Y OWNER OR HIS SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST
TO CONSTRUCT FUTURE LAND DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS

L .
(DEFERRED IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT) é&ug ﬂ 2
Project Identification: '739\9\~ g1 -10- 778 - Nan a N WQZ', N

This is an agreement between the COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, hereinafter C. e,
referred to as “County", and D. 2o, 51+ and Andrea Co Te/ St

hereinatter referred to as "Owner”.

"WHEREAS, Owner desires to develop the properly described in Exhibit A and Wishes
to defer construction of permanent improvements and Counly agrees to such deferment
provided Owner agrees to construct improvemenls as herein provided.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED:

L GREEM INDIN SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST

This agreement is an instrurment atfecting the title or possession of the real propery
described in Exhibit A. All the terms, covenants and conditions herein imposed shall be
binding upon and inure to the benefit of the successors in interest of Owner. Upon the sale or
division of the property described in Exhibit A the terms of this agreement shall succeed to the obligations
imposed on Owner by this agreement. Upon annexation to any City, Owner agrees to tuttill all
the terms of this agreement upon demand by such City as though Owner had contracted with
such City originally. Any annexing City shall have all the rights ot a third party beneficiary.

.  STREET AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

A. County and Owner Agree that the |mprovements setl forth in this secuon
may be deferred because:
Itis not practical to install full street and drainage improvements at this
time.

B.

Owner agrees to construct the fotlowing improvements on the property
described in Exhibit A as well as required oft-sile improvements in
the manner set forth in this agreement:

Improvements required by Cbumy and generally described on Exhibit B.
(Cross out improvements that are not required).

Curb and Gutter

Sidewalks

Driveways

Street grading, base and paving

Storm drainage iacilities

Erosion contro! plantings and facifities

Electroliers

Underground conduit with wiring and pull boxes

Barricades and other improvements needed for traffic safety.
Street trees and other improvements between the curb and
property line.

Relocation of existing fences, signs and utilities.

SovoNoO b wN =

-
-

Page 10f 3
Rev 8/99



VI

12. Payments of a pro rala share of the costs as determined by the County

of a slorm drainage or street improvement which has been, or is to be,

provided by others or jointly provided by Owner and others where such
facility benefits the properly described in Exhibit A.

When the County Road Commissioner or County Surveyor determines that the
reasons for the deferment of the improvements as set forth in Section 1l no longer
exists, he shall nolify Owner in writing to commence their installation and construction.
The notice shall be mailed to the current owner or owners of the land as shown on the
latest adopted County assessment roll. The notice shall describe the work to be done
by owners, the time within which the work shall commence and the time within which
the work shall be completed. All or any portion of said improvements may be required
al a specified lime. Each owner shall participate on a pro rata basis in the cost of the
improvements lo be installed. If Owner is Obligated to pay a pro rata share of a cost

of a facilily provided by others, the notice shall include the amount 1o be paid and
the time when payment must be made.

PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK

Owner agrees to perlorm the work and make the payments required by County
as sel forth herein or as madified by the Board of Supervisors. Owner shall cause
plans and specifications for the improvements to be prepared by competent persons

legally gualified to do the work and to submil said improvement plans and specifications
for approval prior to commencement of the work described in the notice and to pay County

inspection fees. The work shall be done in accordance with County standards in effect at
the time improvement plans are submilted for approval. Owner agrees to commence and
complele the work within {he time specified in the notice and {o notify the County at least
48 hours prior lo start of work. In the event Owner fails to construct any improvements
required under this agreement, County may, at its option, do the work and collect all the
coslts from the owner. Permission lo enter onto the property of Owner is granted 1o
County or ils contractor as may be necessary o construct such improvements.

JOINT COOPERATIVE PLAN

Owner agrees {o cooperate upen notice by County with other property owners,
the County and other pubiic agencies to provide the improvements set forth herein under
a joint cooperalive plan including the formation of a local improvements district, if this method
is leasible 1o secure the installalion and construction of the improvements.

REVIEW OF REQUIREMENTS

It Owner disagrees with the requirements set forlh in any notice to commence
installation of improvements he shall, within 30 days of the date the notice was mailed,

request a review of the requirements by the Board of Supervisors of County. The Decision
of this Board shall be binding upon both County and Owner.

MAINTENANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS

County agrees to accept for maintenance those improvements specified in Section Il
which are construciled and completed in accordance with Counly standards and requirements

and are installed within rights of way or easements dedicated and accepted by resolution of
the Board of Supervisors. :

Delerred improvement Agreement

Page20f3




Owner agrees to provide any necessary temporary drainage {acilities, access road
or other required improvements, {0 assume responsibility for the proper tunctioning thereof, to
submit plans to the appropriate County agency for review, if required,and to maintain said

improvements and facilities in a manner which will preclude any hazard to life or health or damage
to adjoining property.

BONDS

Prior to approval of improvement ptans by the County, Owner may be required to
execute and deliver to the County a faithful performance bond and a labor and materials bond
in 2 n amount and form acceptable to County to be released by the Board of Supervisors in whole

or in part upon completion of the work required and payment of all persons furnishing labor and
materials in the performance of the work.

Vil INSURANCE

Owner shall maintain, or shall require any contractor engaged to perform the work to

maintain, at all times during the performance of the work called herein, a separate policy of
insurance in a form and amount acceptable to County.

IX. INDEMNITY

The Developer shall assume the delense and indemnily and save harmless the County,
its officers, agents, and employees, from every expense, tiability or payment by reason of injury
“including death” to persons or damage to propenly suffered through any act or omission,
including passive negligence or act of negligence, or both, of the Developer, his employees,
agents, contractors, subcontractors, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by either of
them, or arising in any way from the work called for by this agreement, on any part of the premises,
including those matters arising out of the deferment of permanent drainage facilities or the
adequacy, safety, use or nonuse of temporary drainage facilities, the perlormance or
nonperformance of the work. This provision shall not be deemed to require the developer
‘to indemnify the County against the liability for damage arising from the sole negligence or

willful misconduct of the County or its agents, servants or independent contractors who are
directly responsible to the County. '

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, County has executed this agreement as of

/V/ag 21, 2000 __

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

GO G a: Y=i¥aulFarasesizoe
County Surveyor

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owner has executed this agreement as of

\/thwm b &%:('/Aj/” Z. D. FEIST
%ﬂ‘f{,%{zo Kﬂl‘[/‘/;, GoRY D. FEI

ANBREA ¢ FEIST

(Sign Names Exaclly as they Appear on

' Deed of Title).
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

o & G 3129

Deputy County Counsel ! (Date)
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT
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fé State of California

i N / SS.

& County of e Cémw

§

Q .

4 / . TR A

? MM 3/, 2079 before me, Mﬁ”’ Lo TRA L

é ﬂ Date Name and Title of Officer (e.g., "Jane Doe. Notary Public”)

! personally appeared 6\/\1.01 oy D “n Vf;’lﬂLu_&L CL Aers &

lg: d Name(s) of Signer(s)

:§ {0 personally known to me 3
i@ % proved to me on the basis of satisfactory &
e evidence ‘ Q\
; | 4
s ottt to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are
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EXHIBIT A

All that certain parcel of land described in that Individual Grant Deed,
Rui Leal, Who acquired Title as A Single Man and Luniano Callegari,
Who acquired Title as An Unmarried Man, as Tenants in common
grant to Gregory D. Feist and Andrea C. Feist recorded in document
no. 14158882, Office of the Recorder, County of Santa Clara, State of
California, which description is by this reference incorporated herein.
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' GENERAL

Purpose and Scope:

Passage of the $70 Million Phase I Expressway Bond
Issue on March 28, 1961 authorized the implementation
phase of the County-wide expressway effort. When ‘bonds
were authorized by the voters, the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1962 was administratively designated as the
first year of the Bond Program. With the completion
of the first year of an eight-year program, a progress
report on the status of the expressway effort is in
order for the benefit of those who are interested and
concerned with successful completion of what is
essentially a pioneer effort by a local agency.

This pioneer effort naturally will cause problems
which have not been encountered before. Such new problems
can cause concern among those who may not be fully in-
formed. These problems are currently under control and
significant progress in the program has been achieved.

Overall progress during the first year of the program
has not shown itself in actual construction of roadway
facilities. There has been, however, solid accomplishment
in other areas. Primary effort has been directed toward:

1. Geometric planning for the system. This
work will be completed by December 1962.

2. Securing required legislative approvals of
geometric plans. These approvals are pre-
requisite to proceeding with further
engineering.

3. Establishing and implementing a highly profes-
sional method for selecting engineers in
private practice to increase expressway
engineering capacity. This method is
fundamentally a qualifications appraisal
method without discussion of compensation
until qualifications have bec¢n established.

4. Retaining design engineering capacity outside
of the County service as rapidly as projects
have been authorized through completion of
Expressway Agreements. Twelve such contracts
were executed during the first year. Current
plans call for the entire system to be under
design by the end of the calendar year.

5. Providing administrative support to the
Trafficways Committee and the Staff Subcommittee.
Many amendments to the Policy Resolution have
been considered. Six have been adopted by the
Board of Supervisors. Several others are still
under consideration to further clarify the
basic working document for the program.



GENERAL

With the foundation laid for solid progress during the
first year, rate of construction progress in future years
can be expected to increase sharply if cooperation among
the many agencies involved can continue. The only real
limitation will be availability of bond funds. The pro-
gress achieved during the first year has been due to
maximum effort on the part of many despite a tendency of
some toward factionalism,

This report covers the following general areas of
interest:

1, Organization used to implement the program.

2, Status of the program at the end of the
first year.

3. Problems being encountered in the implemen-
tation of the program.

4, Policy decisions which have yet to be made
in order to insure successful completion
of the program.



PLATE 1. shows facilities authorized under the
current $70 Million Phase I program. Construction will
not necessarily be completed on all of the routes to
provide finished roadways during the current program.
Oregon-Page Mill, Central, Foothill, Lawrence and San
Tomas will be completed interim facilities during the
authorized bonding effort. Almaden will probably be
completed during the bond-time period by infusion of
additional financing by the City of San Jose and the
County. Monterey will be completely planned but con-
struction is expected to be nominal. Guadalupe is
scheduled for right-of-way purchases only so that
construction can proceed as a State Freeway. There
are four railroad grade separations and one interchange
authorized in the §7O Million Program.




N

SCALE INMILES
1o 12 3

e

Y S,

e ]
/‘, ANYISINY L

N
. s
. ;, o
4
7/ r’

‘<> COUNTY EXPRESSWAY SYSTEM

o -
= R i Longes :?.’ (/
| OREGON-PAGE MILL ' e 2y
2 FOOTHILL L /
3 CENTRAL N 1NE
4 LAWRENCE . SN T i;_ s’\s
5 SAN TOMAS N ‘; jl'" ) ; \(/Jg
& ALMADEN TR T \
7 GUADALUPE (to become State Freeway) < \ = : - 0 - S \\‘\
8 MONTEREY o N J/ X > = iarj’wo CouNTY "\\._ : '
N[5 W V- RN ///\_/W B
S L COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA /;
P DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS e

PYLIA VP 3 Ay s PP I /M t4: 858 % 0% ™ »m o= & = o



CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDAT IONS

The first eight-year phase of the 25-year expressway
construction cooperative effort involving all of the cities
and the County is working satisfactorily. Checks and
balances introduced to the program through the device of
the Policy Resolution are insuring a continued cooperative
effort among all agencies with the County primarily serving
as an agent for this cooperative effort. Any initial phase
of such a long-term program can naturally be expected to
require resolution of a large number of problems in order
to provide a substantial foundation for subsequent phases,

This foundation has been laid during the first year of
this program.

The procedure currently being used to implement the
Phase I program is working rather successfully from the
administrative viewpoint. Additional engineering capacity
is being secured from existing firms in private practice
and not through a concerted build-up of governmental staffs.
Minimum additional personnel are being acquired sufficient
“only to protect interests of government or to perform

functions which cannot reasonably be performed by private
agencies. Existing methods for retaining private practice
capacity are working well and should be continued.

Progress during the first year, although limited, is
still within the range of normal progress for this type of
program. Anticipated progress during the coming fiscal
year should improve measurably if cooperation is maintained.

The majority of problems cited in this report can be
resolved in time without legislative action. These soluble
problems are basically rooted in the pioneer nature of the
current large-scale effort. Actual experience during the
life of the bonding effort will work to mitigate these
problems. ‘

Fiscal augmentation of the Phase I program may be
required due to cost increases caused by inflation. The
precise effects of possible inflation on the bond program
cannot be fully evaluated at this time since there has not
been enough cost experience during the first year. Long-
term planning involving legislative policy decisions is
indicated but policy decisions should await compilation
of more exact data. Philosophical decisions regarding
fiscal augmentation alternatives would be helpful at this
time to provide administrative guidance in the compilation
of additional data.

-17-
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PLATE 4 shows the expected rise in construction

costs during the life of the Phase I program. The cost
index of the Division of Highways applies to the entire
State of California. There is little reason to expect that
the trend is substantially different in the County of Santa
Clara. It is similarly unreasonable to plan the future of
the Phase I program in hopes of a recession which will
reduce expected price increases.

-16-
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PLATE 3 is an example of the expected rising price
trend for acquisition of right-of-way during the life of
the $70 Million Program. The chart applies to average
conditions in Santa Clara County for single-family residences
only. Studies made by the Right-of-Way Division of the
Department during the first year of the program indicate
that the price index for raw land is increasing more
rapidly than the charted index for single-family residences.

-15-

—— e



PROBLEMS

Charts are included with this report
as indicators of the problem. These
the total answer, however, since the only proper measure

of the fiscal impact of inflation on the bond program will
be by actual experience as the program proceeds. Analysis
of actual cost experiences is required and this information

will not be available in useable form until after significant
construction commences.

which can be used
charts cannot provide

If the impact of inflation is to be a problem, it is
not likely to be solved solely at the administrative level.
Legislative planning to minimize effects of this potential
problem is indicated but such planning should be in the
nature of long-range efforts until more information is

available. Several areas can be explored to minimize any
deficit problem. These are:

1. The possibility of contributing governmental

services to the program by all agencies
involved in the program.

2. The possibility of completing the program on

a '"pay-as-you-go' basis using budgeted funds
of the County.

3. The possibility of incorporating the end of the
present program with a subsequent bonding
program. In any case, a subsequent bonding
program is required if the present 25-year
expressway plan is to be completed.

4. The possibility of abplying the majority of
any additional road fund financing authorized

by the State to the benefit of the expressway
system.

5. The. possibility of completely revising the
Federal Aid Secondary System in the County to
include the expressway system. Staff level
efforts in this regard are continuing. It
is possible that the San Tomas and the Foothill
could be financed on a matching basis if the
FAS system can be revised in time. Such a

move would significantly relieve fiscal
pressure.

-14-




PROBLEMS

There is a measurable loss of efficiency in highway
design due to dividing a given expressway route into pro-
jects within the capacity of local consultants and local
contractors. This is not a serious problem at the present
time but may cause difficulty as the program accelerates
during the middle of the bonding period. The unitizing
of projects where possible is regarded as desirable,
however, despite some loss of efficiency. Such unitizing

permits setting project sizes within the capacity of
local engineers and contractors.

The securing of necessary approvals prior to commencing
detailed engineering design is proving to be a greater
problem than was originally anticipated. There is a growing
insistence on preservation of access rights for individual
industries or commercial centers with little apparent re-
gard for the impact of this insistence on the utility of

the expressway. Other factors which are possibly inhibiting
rapid approvals are:

1. Concern regarding imagined concessions to
other cities and a desire to secure
similar "concessions'.

2., Concern regarding the socio-economic impact
of an expressway without a concurrent

analysis of benefits accruing from efficient
movement of traffic.

3. Simple imposition of personal opinion rather

than dispassionate review of proposed plans
for suitability.

Some of the factors recited above also have a measurable
effect on the geometric standards to which the expressway

system will be built in Phase I. Resolution of the standards

- problem should occur within the foreseeable future because

of the effect on plans for completing the incomplete Phase 1
system. Expressway construction on a consistent basis is
highly desirable. Efforts are continuing to secure a socially

acceptable expressway system as well as an efficient and
utilitarian facility.

The effect of inflation and resulting cost increases
was not included in original cost estimates leading to the
Phase I bonding program. It is not yet a problem. During
the first year of the program, there has been considerable
discussion regarding the magnitude of the inflation problem.
Several analyses have been completed but the precise effect
of possible inflation has not yet been fully evaluated.

=13~
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PROBLEMS

A total of 52 requests for urgency or hardship purchase
of individual parcels has been received during the first
year., Twenty-three of these parcels have been acquired
through negotiation. Two are under litigation. The litiga-
tion solution for the acquisition of urgency purchases is
selected only to prevent the issuance of development
approval by a jurisdiction.

Normal urgency acquisition is commenced only when
both of the following conditions are met:

1. The route has been adopted by the jurisdiction
in which the parcel lies. '

2. A letter certifying as to the urgency of the
purchase is received by the Department of
Public Works from the city having jurisdiction
-over the parcel,

Each urgency purchase requires disruption of the
right-of-way production schedule so that a right-of-way
agent may respond to the urgency. The backlog is increasing
because recruitment of competent right-of-way agents to
meet the production demand is difficult and slow. The total
of 52 urgency refuests represents approximately 1-1/2 man-
years of effort deleted from the Right-of-Way Division
currently comprised of seven men. The cooperation of all
agencies is needed to secure thorough investigation regard-
ing necessity for the purchase prior to certification if
the major right-of-way acquisition effort is to proceed,

Right-of-way clearance in advance of construction is
not yet a problem but is anticipated to be a major problem
since design is proceeding more rapidly than right-of-way
acquisition. The current plan is to sell all improvements

by bid immediately upon acquisition without rental so that

right-of-way clearance will not constitute a project in
itself. It is anticipated that a cash deposit will be
required from bidders offering to buy improvements to

guarantee removal of improvements within a given time
period. '

Approximately.$7 million of flood control improvements
will be required due to expressway construction, It is
apparent that the Flood Control and Water Conservation
District will not have sufficient resources from current
revenues to participate in the required cooperative con-
struction program. The Expressway Program estimates assumed,
however, that the District would Ke able to participate
from proposed bond issues for the Central and North Central
Zones. These bond issue elections have not yet been held
but are programmed for the Spring of 1963.

-12-
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PLATE 2 shows the current status of the expressway
program expressed in terms of percentage completion. It
is compared with various methods of gaging job progress.
Projected progress during the coming fiscal year is
conservative and represents obligation on projects which
can reasonably be started during the coming fiscal year.
Despite problems discussed elsewhere in this report,
historical progress is still within the acceptable range
of job progress for this type of effort.

-11-
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STATUS

Apprcximately $350,000 in engineering design
fees have been obligated to date for the preparation
of detailed plans for construction. Additional monies
have been authorized on each of the twelve engineering
agreements for the performance of right-of-way surveys
necessary for the acquisition of right-of-way.

-10-



STATUS

It is anticipated that the following projects will go
to construction during the 1963 construction season:

1. Central Expressway from Curling to Bernardo

2, San Tomas Expressway from Stevens Creek
Boulevard to Williams Road

3. Lawrence Expressway from Mt. View-Alviso
Road to Junipero Serra Freeway

4, Oregon-Page Mill Expressway from Bayshore
to Alma :

It is possible that additional portions of the San
Tomas Expressway can be started in 1963. Construction
scheduling along this expressway is hindered, however, by
the requirement to begin construction at the start of the
season.since the expressway and the San Tomas Creek improve-
ment are completely dependent upon each other. It would be
unwise to begin construction on creek portions of this
expressway unless there is a reasonable opportunity to
complete construction prior to the wet season. Additional
portions of the San Tomas and portions of the Foothill
Expressway can physically begin in 1964.

It is anticipated that $12 million worth of construction
and right-of-way will be obligated by the end of the second
year of the program.

Non-expressway projects are under design for the cities
of Los Gatos, Gilroy, and Monte Sereno. A non-expressway
project for the city of Milpitas and for the city of Morgan
Hill is anticipated in the very near future. One of the
Los Gatos projects will be bid in October.

The manner of consulting engineer selection has proven
to be most successful and professional. Engineers in Santa
Clara County have been invited to submit their professional
qualifications prior to an oral interview before a Consulting
Engineer Selection Committee. Following completion of a
review of written qualifications and the oral interview,
engineers for specific projects are selected by the Committee
for subsequent recommendation to the Board of Supervisors -
if the Department of Public Works can conclude a successful
fee negotiation with the selected engineer. Engineering
agreements are a fixed-fee type of agreement for the per-
formance of the design function and are reimbursable for
the performance of right-of-way surveying and preparation
of record of survey maps which serve as right-of-way
acquisition maps.




STATUS

There have been two sales of bonds to finance the

curr2nt program. Details of these two sales are as
follows:

Bid Opening Average

Series Amount Date Interest
A $20,000,000 June 8, 1961 3.404817%
B 8,000,000 April 26,1962 2.726917%

Funds derived from these bond sales have been invested
on a comprehensive program to perform two functions:

1. To hedge the effects of inflation on the
completion of the program.

2. To provide for an investment maturity schedule
which roughly conforms to anticipated expen-
ditures.

All expressway routes have been adopted by all cities
through the device of the relinquishment resolution except
for portions of the Central Expressway through Sunnyvale
and for portions of the Guadalupe Freeway south of Rosa
Street. It is anticipated that the Guadalupe alignment
will be designated as a County Highway for right-of-way
purposes as soon as the State of California determines
a precise alignment.

Expressway agreements have been secured as follows:

1. Central Expressway from San Antonio Road to
Bernardo

2. San Tomas Expressway from Stevens Creek
Boulevard to Williams Road

3. Lawrence Expressway from Mt, View-Alviso
Road to Junipero Serra Freeway.

4. Oregon-Page Mill Expressway from Bayshore
Highway to Alma Street

Scheduling of construction has been difficult. Right-of-
way acquisition has been and probably will continue to be one
of the critical areas in future scheduling of construction.

A major project involving the intersection of San Tomas

Expressway and Stevens Creek Boulevard will commence during

the Summer of 1962. A temporary roadway on the San Tomas

Expressway between Stevens Creez Boulevard and Moorpark

Avenue has already been completed in order to satisfy a
commitment to the State of California for the Junipero

- Serra Freeway.



ORGANIZATION

4, Operation of equipment rental contracts which
are used in those cases where rapid and less
formal practices are shown to be beneficial.
The need for quick response to a construction
opportunity is the most common reason for an
equipment rental contract.

Traffic:

Detailed traffic studies along adopted routes in the
Phase I system are a responsibility of the Traffic Division.
These traffic studies are the basis for detailed geometric
plans as well as for construction plans and planned signal-
ization. The work is essential to Phase I because of the
rapidly changing nature of traffic characteristics in
Santa Clara County. :

Maintenance:

No maintenance work on bond program expressways has
yet been performed. Maintenance on relinquished routes
is an individual jurisdictional responsibility until con-
struction begins. Expressway maintenance will be done
as a part of the routine responsibility of the East and
West Yard Divisions of the Department. Both Yard Divisions
have already contributed to the bond program, however,
through performance of tasks required to keep the engineer-
ing and right-of-way clearance effort moving.




ORGANIZATION

Design:

The Design Division, Bureau of Highways, bvepartment
of Public Works, is responsible for the following areas
of work: :

1. Administrative support to the Consulting
Engineer Selection Committee.

2,. Liaison and operational control of engineers
actually preparing detailed design plans.
This liaison work applies not only to
private engineering effort but also to
engineering work by other agencies and by
the staff of the Department.

3. Coordination of the right-of-way purchase
effort to insure that design and right-of-way
purchase proceed on a compatible schedule.

4. Special design studies for the overall program
and actual Phase I design in special cases.

Right-of-Way:

The Right-of-Way Division is responsible for the
actual purchase of the estimated 2,400 parcels required
for the initial expressway effort. Personnel of the
Division are responsible for right-of-way estimates fur-
nished to the Planning Division as well as appraisals
and negotiation for individual parcels, Liaison with"
outside appraisers is also a responsibility of this Div-
ision. 1In accordance with standard right-of-way purchase

practice, appraisals are made by others than those involved

in the actual acquisition of a given piece of property.
Detailed and exhaustive appraisal techniques have been
adopted in the Division to allow acquisition on a single-
price basis.

Construction:

The first major construction project on the expressway
" system was bid on August 9, 1962. The Construction Division

is responsible for all construction control necessary to
insure compliance with plans and specifications for the
Expressway Program. This includes:

l. Project inspection

2. Materials testing and control

3. Preparation of progress payments




ORGANIZATION

Efforts are currently underway to modify
current fiscal practices to provide more
useable fiscal information for management
purposes.

7. Policy matters are, of course, the sole res-
ponsibility of the Board of Supervisors and
the recommendations of the Trafficways
Committee.

All projects receive approval from cities through
which the expressway passes. This is done in three stages:

1. Relinquishment as a County highway. This is
the route adoption phase and permits subsequent
geometric planning. It also permits emergency
right-of-way acquisition.

2., Execution of an Expressway Agreement with the
Board of Supervisors. This completes the
planning phase and permits preparation of
design plans and specifications.

3. Approval of Design Plans. This completes the
design phase and permits ''production-line"
right-of-way acquisition and physical con-
struction of the project.

Planning:

Detailed geometric planning for the initial phase of
the ultimate Expressway Program is being done by the
Planning Division, Bureau of Highways, Department of Public
Works. All work is being done with County staff in coopera-
tion with City staffs which have jurisdiction over a
particular portion of the Expressway.

The Planning Division is responsible for all of the
planning matters involved in securing an expressway agree-
ment with each city along the route. Work effort covers
preparation of relinquishment exhibits so that each route
can be adopted as a County highway prior to the commence-
ment of detailed geometric planning. Estimates of cost
of the recommended plan and of’ various alternatives
leading to the recommended plan are also prepared in this
Division. Exhibits which function as the major descriptive
document in the Expressway Agreement and as the document
which generally depicts the scope of engineering design
work yet to be performed is also a responsibility of this
Division., Extensive contact with other agencies is an
integral part of the planning effort due to the coopera-
tive nature of the total Expressway Program. All of the
staff work required in support of the Trafficways Staff
Subcommittee and the Trafficways Committee is performed
by this Division.,




ORGANIZATION

The general organization being used to implement
the Bond Program is:

1. All planning work for expressways is done by

. employees of the County. Employment of out-
side engineers was considered and rejected
due to the high proportion of the work effort
which is involved in coordination with other
agencies and the concurrent requirement for
rapid decision during the course of coordin-
ation and negotiation.

2. The majority of design-plan preparation is
being done by private engineers under the
supervision of the Design Division. This
type of work is susceptible to performance
by private engineers and is a method for
securing immediately increased capacity to
keep this major highway effort on schedule.
Cities with sufficient engineering capacity
have performed some design work but on the
same basis as a private engineer.

3. The majority of right-of-way appraisal work
is done by outside appraisers. Actual
property negotiations are performed by County
personnel to secure consistency and therefore
an overall fairness to the property owners
dislocated by requirements of the program.
Staff negotiators can also be more rapidly
responsive to negotiating refinements which
are constantly being introduced.

4, All phases of construction supervision are
performed by County personnel rather than by
contract personnel since extensive familiarity
with informal County practices in the super-
vision of construction jobs is required.
Familiarity with practices of the Department
of Public Works is essential in order to
secure consistent quality in the expressway
system.

5. All maintenance on the expressway system will
be performed by County maintenance personnel
as a part of the routine maintenance responsi-
bility.

6. Fiscal control is secured through the cooperation
‘of the Business Management Division of the Depart-
ment and the Controller's office of the County.
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FREEWAY

EXPRESSWAY

INTER-CITY ARTERIAL

MAJOR LOCAL ARTERIAL

RECREATION ROAD

SCENIC HIGHWAY

INTERCHANGE

SEPARATION

* Shoreline Freeway location
and standard of develop-
ment contingent upon for-
mulation of San Francisco
Bay policy.

NORTH

PROPOSED  PROPOSED
BY 1870 AFTER 1970

= = Freeways are high-speed, heavy traffic carriers
having national or statewide, as well as county-
. wide importance. They are grade-separated and
limited in access to points of interchange. Road-
sides and median are landscaped. 6 to 8 lanes in
urban areas. Development adjacent to the road-
way is designed and controlled to enhance com-
munity values, to promote driver safety, and to
make it possible for the motorist to gain a favor-
able image of the county.

—— Expressways are moderate-speed, heavy traffic
carriers of countywide importance. They are
sometimes grade-separated, and are gener-
ally limited in access to intersecting streets at
one-half mile intervals. Landscaped roadsides and
median desirable. 4 to 6 lanes. Development ad-
jacent to the roadway is designed and controlled
to enhance community values, to promote driver
safety, and to make it possible for the motorist to
gain a favorable image of the county.

— - Inter-city Arterials are important traffic carriers
having continuity over long distances between
cities. Designed with median strips and channeli-
zation. Access generally limited to intersecting
streets, by use of frontage roads or back-up de-
velopment. Landscaped median desirable. 4 to
6 lanes.

——— — —— Major Local Arterials, although subordinate to
Inter-city Arterials, have countywide importance
as traffic carriers. They are selected from a more
complete local arterial system which collects traf-
fic from local streets. Friction from access to
individual properties minimized by design.
Generally 4 lanes.

secescse ese ssese Recreation Roads lead to parks and provide a
recreation experience by passing through scenic
countryside. Character of the roadside should be
protected by scenic zoning. Generally 2 lane,
slow-speed roads.

o-0-0-0-0 oees oo Scenic Highways are designed to carry more
traffic than Recreation Roads, while providing a
similar recreation experience. Design should pre-
serve natural landscape values or create land-
scape values by planting of roadsides and median.
Scenic corridor should be protected by scenic
zoning. Generally 4 lanes.

* Fresway <> Expressway interchange ( “ or l:] } may have

simpler geometrics than freeway interchange

“ Expressway ¢:] ( * or {5 ). Other expressway structures may be

* added to those shown as traffic volumes and other
# considerations warrant.

CERTIFICATE

This map is an amendment to the Trafficways
portion of the Circulation Element of the General
Plan of Santa Clara County adopted by the Board
of Supervisors on the 25th day of April, 1960. This
amendment supersedes and takes precedence
over provisions of previously adopted plans in
conflict with it. This amendment was officially
adopted by the:

County Planning Commission, June 2, 1965
County Board of Supervisors, August 17,1965

Qi (Lol lam

ohn S. Haas, Secretary ﬁan Pullan, Clerk
County of Santa Clara County of Santa Clara

Planning Commission Board of Supervisors
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Santa Clarg County Bus, Light Ro'il, Roads, Aviation

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
Page__1 of _7

%ﬁ DATE: _Nov. 28, 1994
Prepared by: Scott Brad
Reviewed by: Art De Matte

Submitted by: Scotty Bruce ﬁ/)’f
Approved: DIRECTOR L

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date Item No.

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date Dec. 13,1994  Item No.

| TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.

Er

Totty A. Bruce, Deputy Director
Highway Design and Roads Operations

Subject:

Recommendation regarding an “Adopt-A-Highway Program” for Santa.
Clara County roads.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

it is recommended that the Board of Supervisors adopt the proposed ‘
Transportation Agency's Adopt-A-Highway Program. z

FISCAL IMPACT: | !

There will be an initial expense for the advertising of the program and for the production and
installation of signs that will recognize each sponsor. Funds for these activities are available in the
current Road Fund budget. Additionally, this program can increase the current level of services to
the public beyond that currently available under the Road Fund.

CONTRACT HISTORY:

None.

REASONS AND BACKGROUND:

The Transportation Agency has been contacted by several individuals,
businesses and organizations expressing an interest in assisting with the

maintenance of the non-traveling portions of C%uitﬁtis. Currently there is no
AL b

(Rt

Board of Supervisors: Michael M. Honda, Zoe Lofgren, Ron Gonzales, Rod Diridon, Dianne McKenna ' DEC 1 3 1004
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. mechanism to allow outside parties to work on County roadways.
Recently the, State of Cahforma initiated an Adopt-A-Highway Program for their freeway system.
_The County rewewed the State’s program and the success they are enjoying with it. Their
program has generated public support and appears to be highly successful.
*The establlshment of this type of program would promote civic responsibility and communlty pride
while improving the appearance of County roadways.

Current funding levels do not permit the Transportation Agency io provide a level of service to the
community commensurate with their desires. In an effort to address this discrepancy they have
offered their services. This would provide a mechanism for their involvement in roadside
beautification programs to achieve their desired level. The principal areas of concern are litter
removal and landscaping. The proposed program allows for local enhancement in

these areas through local involvement.

The Transportation Agency will not recommend that roadways be included in the program that
have identified traffic safety concerns, e.g., sound walls, curves or mountainous alignment that
could limit emergency egress or reduce sight distance.

The Risk Management Insurance Department will be given an opportunity to review the Program
Application regarding safety concerns.

Prior to approving an application for the program, we will send our recommendation to the Board,
of Supervisors.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

A lost opportunity for cost free maintenance and beautification of Santa Clara County roadways
and expressways.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

If the Adopt-A-Highway Program is adopted, staff will implement the program.

ATTACHMENTS:
A. A brochure for the Adopt-A-Highway Program
B. An application for participation in the Adopt-A-Highway Program

cc: Lou Montini - Acting Director Transportation Agency, Peter Kutras - Director Employee Services
Agency, Scotty Bruce - Deputy Director Highway Design and Roads Operations, Harrison Taylor -
Deputy County Counsel, Don Blackhurst - Insurance Risk Manager, Alan Jones - Supervising
Transportation Engineer, Bob Van Etten - Senior Civil Engineer, Art De Mattei - Supervising
Construction inspector, Brenda Little - Senior Construction Inspector, Scott Brady - Senior
Construction Inspector

207
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ADOPTED copy to T/A Administration

@ ~ ADOPT A HIGHWAY PROGRAM @

Adopt-A-Expressway / Roadway

* is fun, educational and worthwhile
* promotes civic responsibility, community pride and camaraderie.
* saves taxpayer's dollars.
* lets you help cleanup and beautify county expressways and roads.
* allows you to help with a minimum of red tape and supervision.
* provides you, your organization or company prominent recognition.
- , Proveg
Opportunities  for: Ac“epte
* individuals. ByTH
* non-political organizations. OFTHEEBOARD 29 Doy,
* businesses. o= Copp OF g od
. . hylis NTy UPER
* Combinations of the above. 8, A C:z SANTAVISO’?
o thy B%SLA Ra

*
»*
*

It's
*
*

*

Your

* * ¥

Your

Our

Participate by: Dage.

removing litter,
or planting and establishing seedling trees,
or planting wildflowers,

(seedling tree planting during non drought conditions only)

your choice:

do the work with your own people,
hire a contractor,
or sponsor financially.

Rewards

satisfaction.

recognition signs on the adopted expressway, or roadway.
acknowledgement in press releases from the Transportation Agency.

certificate of appreciation when your project is complete.

commitment:
ptck up litter for one year on up to a one-mile stretch of roadside
(medians and pavement not included) four times a year or more,
or plant and establish approximately up to 1 acre of *seedling
trees/shrubs for two years according to an approved plan,
or plant up to 3 acres of wildflowers according to an approved plan,
follow all safety and permit requirements,

provide logo or insignia panels if you want them on the recognition
signs.

*Not during drought conditions

Commitment:

we loan you orange safety vests and trafﬁc~safcty devices.
we provide free trash bags and dispose of the trash you collect.
we issue the permit at no charge.

3 of 7
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we pay for and install the recognition sign(s).

we assist you with planting plans and technical support.
we do not require insurance for volunteer participants.

we may provide traffic control under special circumstances.

we may provide staff to assist in conducting pre-work safety
meetings.

Recognition  signs:

*

* % W

* *

The

* % *

*® * ¥ *

What

>
"
(43
-]
/]

® O * O* K K K K ¥ ¥ *

are placed at the beginning of your litter project in each
direction of traffic.

vary in size according to the local situation.

66" X 36" for most expressways.

42" x 24" and 30" X 20" for other county roads, scenic locations
or pedestrian areas.

the decision to place signs, their size and location are at the sole
discretion of "the Transportation Agency — this is determined
before- your permit is issued.

signs for one adopter can be no closer than 2 miles apart.
recognition on the sign is limited to the your name and logo or
insignia, no ‘products may be identified.

Procedure:

select the location and the type of work you want.

discuss the location and project with the Transportation Agency
Permit Office staff, located in the Current Planning Office.
develop a work plan for planting projects.

if your area is available and safe for adoption, apply for a free permit.
prior to issuance of a permit, staff will send a report to the Board of
Supervisors for their approval

‘allow about 2 months for sign placement.

notify the Transportation Agency before each work event.

review and follow safety requirements.

perform the work satisfactorily.

‘s Adoptable:

expressways.

major county roads.

rural county roads.

most areas if work is done by professional forces,
areas that are safest for the volunteer workers.

may not be Adoptable by Volunteers if:
they are already adopted.

access to work site is not suitable.

the work area requires traffic control.

the shoulders of the roadway are not wide enough.
sight distance is restricted.

other projects are planed for this section of roadway.
traffic volumes are to high or too close. -
traffic runoff is to high.

terrain is too rugged or too steep.

brush or vegetation is too dense.

4 of 7
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* there is p_o”'"area available for planting.
* site conditions are not suitable for your group’s age level or experience.
* frequency of litter pickup is too great for your group.

If you want a Section that is already Adopted.

* your name can be placed on a waiting list.

* if the current adopter quits you will have a chance to adopt
that section according to your position on the list.

* or, if this is not current adopters primary one-mile section,

you may have a chance to adopt it when their permit expires.

Multiple Adoptions:

* one participant may adopt more that one section of coumnty roadway.

* renewal privileges are not automatic (and) if others are on the
waiting list.

Permit renewals:

* renew your permit as many times as you want.
* permits may not be transferred to others.
¥ adopted sections which exceed the limits of the program may

not be renewable if another group is on the waiting list for a
segment you have - you need only relinquish that amount that
exceeds the program limit to each waiting group that has no
adoptions.

Safety: .
* the program depends on common sense and responsibility of
individual participants.

* participants must realize they are working in a potentially hazardous
environment and diligently follow all safety requirements.

* careful selection of adoptable locations minimizes risk.

* participants hold the county harmless for death, injury or property

damage which might have been prevented by their actions.

Your Permit:

* read, understand and conform to the provisions in your permit.
* provide a copy of the safety requirements to each participant.
* prior to commencement of your project conduct a safety

meeting with your group discussing areas of specific concern.
* prior to departing for your project area review safety
requirements with your group.
if their is more than one work group, each group must have a
copy of the permit and safety requirements on the roadside.

Safety Gear and Clothing:
* wear orange vest and other appropriate personal safety gear
whenever you are out on the roadside - puet them on ahead of time.

* only approved safety gear may be worn.
* wear long pants and sturdy shoes or boots. -
* light-colored clothing, long-sleeve shirts and sunscreen are suggested.

S of 7
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Access and Parking:

*

*

Park out side the expressway or road right-of-way and walk in, if
possible.

if you must drive to expressway work areas, consolidate people into a
few vehicles.

vehicles used to transport workers, equipment or materials to _
expressway work areas may be parked on the right-of-way if they are
parked completely out of the traveled way (at least 6 feet from

the traffic lane).

never park on a bridge or other structure.

do not park in dry grassy areas where your vehicle's exhaust

system could start a fire.

do not use emergency flashers when parked.

if you are working some distance from your vehicle make sure

that a copy of the permit is displayed on your dashboard for
identification by local authorities.

upon entering or departing from the work site in your vehicle, use
your signals, consider the speed of the traffic, and proceed

safely onto or off the pavement.

on foot:

exit and enter your vehicle on the side away from traffic
whenever possible.

walk and work facing oncoming traffic whenever possible,
be alert and keep an eye on traffic.

do not walk on the roadway, shoulders and bridges.

do not enter tunnels or drainage facilities.

never work in the median or on a the roadway or shoulders
of expressways.

never attempt to cross expressway traffic  lanes on foot.
cross only at marked crosswalks on expressways.

use caution when crossing conventional roadways and use
crosswalks and signals where available.

Habits:
do not work on holidays, weekends or 24 hours before holiday weekends.
do not work when it is raining or foggy or when the road is wet or icy.
do not touch potentially hazardous materials such as powders,
chemicals, weapons, sharp objects or dead animals.
avoid overexertion and drink plenty of water.
do not consume alcoholic beverages or drugs before entering
or while on the right-of-way.

6 of 7




- OG APPLICATION FOR ADOPT-A-HIGHWAY PROGRAM G:

Transportation Agency will work with the participants on the specific
section(s) of highway to be adopted, the nature of the work to be done and the
recognition to be provided. Transportation Agency reserves the right to deny
the adoption of any portion of highway or roadway that is deemed to be
inappropriate due to safety, traffic or legal consideration.

(Name of Organization) (date of application)

(Mailing Address)

(City) (Zip Code)

(President/Chairperson)
(Contact Person) (Daytime Phone Number)
(Mailing Address) (Evening Telephone Number)
(City) (Zip Code)

Approximate number of people participating_________

Type of work proposed: () Litter Pickup
( ) Wildflower planting and maintenance
()

Seedling planting and maintenance

Highway or Roadway Section(s) you are interested in adopting:
City/County (Limits)

Mail completed form to:
Transportation Permit Office
C/O "Current Planning Office
County Government Center
7th Floor, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street
San Jose, California 95110

7 of 7
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County of Santa Clara

Office of the Board of Supervisors

County Governmernt Center, East wWing
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110
(408)299-2323

5/23/91-kmk

Diridon

Approved copy to District 4/Supv.

Santg, Clara County Board of Supervisors

R(@gir‘idon, Fourth District

SUBJECT: SUPPORT FOR THE BAY AREA TELEWORK CENTER
DEVELOPMENT

DATE: April 26, 1991

The attached resolution and project proposal are being jointly presented by the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission MTC) and the California Institute for
Technology Exchange (CITE) and merits our support. Once adopted, copies of the
resolution should be sent to MTC and CITE.

RD:bf

Attachment

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISOR
Of SANTA CLARA COUNTY. AY_ 1.4 195'

LONALD M. RAINS, Clerk of the Boatd
8y. 20

Deputy Clerk‘

ORIGINAL#



supv. Diriden/District 4; Metropolitan Transportation Cammission (MTC); Califcrnia Institute for

ADOPTED ccpies to:

ot

5/23/91-kmk

Technology Exchange (CITE)

Joint Resolution in Sﬁpport of
The Bay Area Telaework Center Development Program

WHEREAS, traffic congestion relief, air quality improvement
and energy conservation in California’s urban areas are high
priority goals for the State:; and,

WHEREAS, Federal and State policies encourage the use of |

innovative approaches and the use of new technelogies to help
address these problems; and,

WHEREAS, child care needs of double income and single parents

are significant barriers to participation in conventional shared-
ride commute arrangements; and,

WHEREAS, the Hawaiil State Department of Transportation has
successfully demonstrated the feasibility and effectiveness of
the "Telework Center" concept whereby emnployees working in
specially designed community work centers use the electronic
"information highway" to move work with moving cars: and,

WHEREAS, public-private partnerships have been shown to be

effective in bringing new perspectives, approaches and resources
to public policy issues; and,

WHEREAS, the I680/1580 Corridor Transit Association is a
private, non- profit transportation management association whose
primary purpose is to identify, study, advocate and promote
creative and innovative transportation solutions, technalogies
and related facilities and operational strategies -in the"

Interstate 680/580 corrldor and in the San Francisco Bay region;
and,

WHEREAS, the Association proposes to form a partnership with
the Motropolxtan Transportation Commission, local govcrnmente,
the private sector, and child care providers to develop a series
of telework centers around the Bay Area. and to be located near or
contiguous child care facilities whereever possible:

'NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County
Board of Supervisors supports the Bay Area Telework Center
Development Program and encourages the Associatlon, MTC and other

interested parties to implement the Program in as expedxtlous a
manner as possible,

- ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF RVIS
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY “‘WP? 4'96¢

DONALD M RAINS CLERK OF THE BOARD




California Institute for Technology Exchange

4975 Marshall Drive. Culver City, CA 90230
Phone: 213/398-8205
FAX: (213) 391-9764
Telex: (MCEWUI) 6972791
april 22, 1991 ) ‘

TO: Rod Diridon
FROM: Don Camph
RE: Bay Area Telework Center Development Program

Attached for your review are:

o A concept paper which describes the "Bay Area Telework Center
Development Program" being advocated by the 1680/580 Corridor
Transit Association.

o The mission statement of the I1680/I580 Corridor Transit
Association, which is the private sector entity that would be
in partnership with MTC on this. The group, which I‘m
helping to get off the ground (no stationary yet) is
comprised (so far) of Pac Bell, Chevron, Windemere, Sunset
Development, Shappell plus a few others.

o A funding plan for the Program Initiation Phase [Phase "0"].
Pac Bell has preliminarily committed the private sector
share, '

o A draft motion of support from the Santa Clara County Board
of Supervisors - feel free to alter as you see fit. We’d
like to have this before May 15 if at all possible.

Although the program is being initiatred by the I680/580
Assocliation, the ultimate goal is to have telework centers spread
throughout the Bay Area, and we would expect to work with you to
lccate facilities in Santa Clara County.

I hope that’s everything you need; obviously we’d be happy to
meet with you to discuss this in more detail. Thank you so very
much for your help and interest. ‘

Sincerely,

Donald H. Camph
President

DHC:me:mml:1680:diridon
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.private sector companies.

BAY AREA TELEWORK CENTER DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

CONCEPT DESCRIPTION

Introduction

Recently, the Hawail State Department of Transpertation, in
cooperation with seven private sector participants and five other
public agencles, successfully completed a one year demonstration
of the "Telework Center" concept. In brief, "teleworking" is a
transportation demand management (TDM) strategy to reduce commute
traffic. It allows employees to work in a specially designed
community work center equipped with modems, faxes, copying
machines, and other state-of-the-art equipment. Using the
electronic "information highway," the concept is to be able to
move work without moving people in cars.

i g :

The Hawaii Telework Center Demconstration Project was conceived by
the Hawaii State Department of Transportation (DOT) to test this
innovative way to reduce traffic congestion. The facility,
established in Mililani, Oahu, a suburban community located
twenty miles from downtown Honolulu, is believed to be the
nation’s first telework center. The Hawail Telework Center
involves multiple public and private sector employers: seven from
six different Hawail State government agencies, and ten from five

Q

The Hawail project results were overwhelmingly positive from the
standpoints of trip reduction, worker productivity and
satisfaction, and management assessment. Even though the scope
of the Hawailli project was quite small, it sets the stage for a
larger demonstration which could develop the concept further and
pave the way for large scale implementation.

ecent mmnu

Transportation experts and,planners are increasingly of the view
that telecomnuting has an important role to play in metrapolitan
trafflc reduction, energy conservation and air quality strate-
gies. For example, the Draft 1991 Revision to South Coast Air
Quality Management Plan estimates that '"40% of regional employees
may reasonably be expected to telecommute an average of 30% of
the time by the year 2010. Telecommuting is gaining increased
acceptance in the United States and elsewhere, with projects or
programs underway in at least 8 states and several other
countries. President Bush has indicated his support for

telecommuting, which is also featured in the USDOT’s National
Transportation Policy.

-1 -
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Recently, public transit agencies and ridesharing organizations
have become aware that child care requirements may be a
significant but previously unrecognized impediment to reducing
single occupant commute trips. The number of single parents and
families where both parents work has increased dramatically in
recent years. This trend is expected to continue in the 1990’s,
In a recent series of public hearings regarding the implementa-
tion of its enmployer TDM regulation (Regulation XV), one
complaint frequently heard by the South Coast Air Quality
Management District was that parents of small children, ¢
especially single parents and double income parents, find the
logistics of child care arrangements to be a significant barrier
to participation in ridesharing arrangements or public transit.

Telework centers could offer an attractive alternative. Such
centers are likely to be small in size individually, but the
potential for a relatively large number of such centers means
that good geographic coverage could ultimately be achieved. By
locating near or even contiguous to existing child care
facilities, or by actually incorporating child care capabilities
into telework center facilities themselves, sponsors c¢ould
enhance the effectiveness of this transportation alternative and

reach a market that cannot adequately access more conventional
shared=-ride modes.

e 6 corri it cj i

The 680/580 Corridor Transit Association is a private, non-profit
corporation and transportation management association (TMA) -
comprised of major employers and business representatives. Its
primary purpose is to identify, study, advocate and promote
creative and innovative transportation solutions, technologies
and related facilities and operational strategies in the
Interstate 680/580 corridor between Pleasanton and Martinez. The
Association believes in strong public/private partnerships to
achieve these goals, and works closely with elected officials and
staff of transportation agencies at all levels of government.

The I680/1580 transportation corridor offers a unique setting to
begin this effort. It is a very large suburban growth center
with significant employment concentrations that include major
employers such as Pacific Bell and Chevron U.S.A. Commuters into
the area come from urban, suburban and exurban parts of the
greater San Francisco Bay Area. 1In addition, the San Ramon
Valley is a major "bedroom community" for downtown San Francisco,
Silicon Valley and other employment centers in the region.

The Bay Area Telework Center Development Program

While the Hawall experience cited above is encouraging, an
aggressive, multi-phase, regionwide program is now needed to
fully'test the pgtential»of this concept. The 680/580 Corridor
Transit Association proposes a partnership with MTC, FHWA, the

-2
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State of Californi' and other public agencie’and private sector
interests, as appropriate, to initiate the Bay Area Telework
Center Development Program. The goal of Phase 1 would be to
develop from 10 tao 20 telework centers to be located both in the
680/580 Corridor and geographically spread around the Bay Area’s
"commuter shed" region.

The basic concept is to work with area developers, employers and
appropriate government agencies to develop these initial centers -
as "incubators" which, if successful, will lead to additional
centers being built without additional public funds. It is hoped
that major employers who participate in Phase 1 on a trial basis
will subsequently elect to develop centers which would be custom
designed for their particular needs and which (most likely) would
be for the exclusive use of their employees. ' Smaller employers,
on the other hand, might choose to continue to participate at
multi-employer centers. After the initial infusion of public
funds, the objective would be to determine the feasihility of
setting lease rates at a level sufficient to cover operating
costs plus depreciation.

The program will be designed to systematically ascertain the
factors which will affect the e¢ffectiveness of telework centers
in achieving trangportation and transportation-~related
objectives. 1In addition, the program will carefully document:

o0 Impacts on employee productivity and satisfaction;

o Changes in on- and off- the job relationships:

0 Assessment by direct supervisors and upper management.

o "Quality of life" impacts for participating employees.
It is proposed that a Work Program Steering Committee be
established which will develop detailed objectives, tasks,
schedule and budget. Subsequent phases would depend on the
success of the initial phase plus availability of funding.
Budget and Funding
San Bernardino and Riverside counties are currently planniﬁg to

develop pilot telework centers. San Bernardino assumes the
following costs for a 3,000 sq., ft. facility:

cost Item _ One Time Annual
Office space ($1.30 per s/f - $ 46,800
per month full service lease
Equipment . 7 $133,100  $ 23,900
Personnel - $104,624
Marketing ————

: Total 0$133,100 $195,324

_3...
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Attachment 1 provides additional details of the San Bernardino
estimate.

Extrapolating from these numbers, a yery rough initial estimate
of the cost of Phase 1 (10 to 20 centers) is $3 - $6 million.
This assumes certain economies of scale in program managenent,
marketing, etc. and that the centers would be self-supporting
after one year. Costs would obviously vary depending on the
kinds of equipment installed; for example, video~conferencing or
computer assisted design (CAD) capabilities would obv1ously cost
more.

It is hoped that funding for this program will come from a
variety of Federal, state, local and private sources. No attempt
has been made to assemble a funding package: this would be one of
the first orders of business if the decision is made to pursue
the program.

Getting Started

It is proposed that MTC, FHWA and the 680/580 Transit Corridor
Association take the lead in carrying out the Phase 1 Work
Program. Attachment 2 provides a draft summary work program for
the Program Initiation Phase (Phase "O") of the Bay Area Telework
Canter Development Program. An initial budget of $2%0,000 from
Federal, state and private sector sources is suggested to offset

the cost of MTC and Assoclation staff time and resources devoted
to Phase 0 of the Proqram.

Subsequent funding from a variety of sources will be sought at
the conclusion of Phase 0..

g



T PROJECT

ESTIMATED BUDGET

iTE -HEIGHEORHOCD WORKCEUT

Space allocation estimate is for
spaces, 20 cubicles and 10 c¢lcsed door
room, lunch area, stcerage,
assumes all work stations

lizttle or no drop-in use,

are dedigated
Ircluded

Emplre Economic Council and CTS.
the value of CTS donated services, L.e.
monictoring and evaluatiocn.

3000 square
shared equipment

in this

offices,

ATTACHMENT 1

feet

space.

th 30 weork
one ccnference
This model

to certain emplovers with

Copier and fax machines would have code access for

bv employer.
by project.

QFFICY SPACT

3000 square £
month full se

ee
rri
Improvements: carpet, ofiices, paint, e
EQUIPMERT

Panel System for cubicles,@ $2,500 ea *
Furniture for Offices, @ SlOOO ea.

Phcne lines: 30 Centrex or other, with
voice mail.Connect/Access charges only.*
Telephones: 32 single line (2 spare), *

Copier: Xercx 5028 or sgimilar~
Maintenance for same:
Supplies (includes paper)

FAX Machine~
Paper
Mcdems: 30 standard dial-up type-

PCrgs: 1% IBM Clones*/ =+

Maintenance

Laser Printer~*
Maintenance

Misc. Furniture»
Misc. Equipment (coffee, water, etc.)

SUB-TOTAL

Annual costs cculd be billed to employers

g -TIME

———wa

LS. ~==-

$ 50,000
10,000

2,600
3,200

8,000

1,600

15,000

35,000
2,500

5,000

200

.

$ 133,100

estimate 1s the
adminlstration of the proge T for the 18 month period by the Inlard
Mot included in this estimate is
davelcpment,

tralning,

allocation

or paid for

ANTURL

S 46,800

Inciuvded

10,8060

—— ———

2,000
1,600

200

-—— -

7,500

g0Q

1,000

s 70,700



NEIGHBORHOOD WO ENTER PROJECT .
ESTIMATED BUDGET

PAGE 2

PERSONNEL ' ONE-TIME AMUUAL

Secretary **~« S S 34,624

LEEC Administration (18 mcnths) . 60,000

CTS 10,000

MARFKETING

Collaterial Piecs, Video, etc. 120,000
TOTAL $ 133,100 $ 185,324

GRAND TOTAL S 328,424

- These items and the associated costs could be
deleted from budget 1f doncrs are located.

CTS recommends eguipping half of the work stations
with PC’'s in order to praovide more opticns to
employer/users.

*oex Labor costs are calculated on the basis cf a selary
equivalent to $12.08 per hcour and a benefit rate of
47%. COverhead costs are not included.



680/580 CORRIDOR TRANSIT ASSOCIATION
MISSION STATEMENT

The 680/580 Corridor Transit Association is a private, non-profit
corporation and Transportation Management Association (TMA)
comprised of major employers and business representatives,

The primary purpose is to identify, study, advocate and promote
creative and innovative transportation solutions, technologies and
related facilities and operational strategies in the Interstate
680/580 corridor between Pleasanton and Martinez.

The 680/580 Transit Asscciation believes in strong public/private
partnerships to achieve these goals. In that regard, the
Association has established a Legislators Council Advisory
Committee comprised of elected officials throughout the corridor.

A e



BAY AREA TELEWORK CENTER DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM
PROGRAM INITIATION PHASE FUNDING PLAN

State PVEA % 75,000
Federal or other publie funds $125,000
Private sector (cash, in-kind) S 50,000

Total - $250,000
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APR 2 2 199)
California Institute for Technology Exchange
4975 Marshall Drive, Culver City, CA 90230
Phone; 213/398-8205
FAX; (213) 391.9764
Telex: (MCI/WUI) 6972791
F A X TRANSMITTA AL -~ COVER PAGE
DATE: 4=22-91 NUMBER OF PAGES: L2
_ (Ineluding Cover Page)
RECIPIENT INFORMATION: .
COMPANY: County of Santa Clara
' ATTENTION: Supervisor Rod Diridon
FAX NUMBER: 408/298~8460
SENDER INFORMATION:
COMPANY: CITE
FROM: . Donald H. Camph, President
FAX NUMBER: 213_/391—9764
COMMENTS : .
P (o2 2498 Ronss
Al
90:FAX83§8

I HEARD [T THROUGH THE PAXLINE .., .
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Bay Area Telework Center Development Program

Program Initiation Phase {Phase "0"] Work Program

Form ad ho¢ Steering Committee
Develop goals and objectives.

Develop detailed work program, assignment of tasks, and
schedule.

Identify potential sources of funding.
Develop preliminary budget and funding plan.

Develop site selection criteria.

Conduct initial outreach to enployment community, child care

providers, developers and equipment suppliers.
Expand and formalize Steering Committee.
Develop Phase 1 work program, budget and schedule.

Seek funds for Phase 1 implementation.

DHC:me:mml:1680:telework

e e



COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA ¢ ®

CALTFORNIA

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
County Government Center, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

(408) 299-4321

May 23, 1991

Mr. Don Camph

CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE FOR
TECHNOLOGY EXCHANGE

4975 Marchall Drive

Culver City, CA 90230

Dear Mr. Camph:

MEMBERS OF

Michael M. Honda,
Zoe Lofgren,

Ron Gonzales,

Rod Diridon,
Oianne McKenna,

SUBJECT: Support for the Bay Area Telework Center Development

THE BOARD
District
District
District
District
District

The Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors, in its meeting held on

Tuesday, May 14, 1991, voted unanimously to adopt th
supporting the Bay Area Telework Center Development

Attached is a copy of the adopted resolution for you

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS. CLERK

Fomkr

Kay Kazmierczak
Deputy Clerk

DMR : kmk

cc: Supervisor Diridon/
District 4

e Resolution
Program.

r files

D w N -
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o oF s o @ ¢
CALIFORATA

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
County Government Center, East Wing Michael M. Honda, District )
70 West Hedding Street Zoe Lofgren, District 2
San Jose, California 95110

Ron Gonzales, District 3
(408) 299-4321 Rod Diridon, District 4
Dianne McKenna, District 5

May 23, 1991

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
101 - 8th Street, Third Floor
Oakland, CA 94607

Dear Sir:

SUBJECT: Support for the Bay Area Telework Center Development

The Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors, in its meeting held on
Tuesday, May 14, 1991, voted unanimously to adopt the Resolution
supporting the Bay Area Telework Center Development Program.

Attached is a copy of the adopted resolution for your files

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

Pk

Kay Kazmierczak
Deputy Clerk

DMR : kmk ' i

cc: Supervisor Diridon/
District 4
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Milpitas, CA 95035-4009

Tauroasmaniod Owuy
MEMORANDUM ® 3% ow s'/ 9

TO: Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Clara
j .
FROM: fﬂk_James E. Reading
% Director
SUBJECT: 1Issuance of permit for bicycle race
on Mt. Hamilton Road

Item 35, May 9, 1989 Summary of
Proceedings

DATE: -~ May 22, 1989

The San Jose Bicycle Club requested use of Mt. Hamilton Road,
a State highway, to conduct a Pro-Am bicycle event. On
April 17, 1989, A. P. Wolochuk, Commander, San Jose Area,
California nghway Patrol, provided approval for the Mt.
Hamilton Road race scheduled for May 29, 1989. .

However, upon further review of the route and discussions with
Caltrans, Commander Wolochuk withdrew his race endorsement on
May 8, 1989. Therefore, as the race will not reach the County's
portion of the race route, the request by the San Jose Bicycle
Club is moot. 1In any event, the departmental recommendation
would be not to permit such a bicycle race on the upper portion
of the San Antonio Valley Road.

JER:RMS:kh
Attachments

@ An Equal Opportunity Employer
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) STATE OF CAUFORNIA-—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND MOUSING AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Govern

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
BOX 7310

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120

(415) 9234444

May -12, 1989

4-SC1-130
Pending

San Jose Bicycle Club
248 Pamela Drive #10
Mountain View, CA 94040

Attention Mr. Gary Lee
Gentlemen:

We have reviewed your April 6, 1989 Encroachment Permit
Application to conduct a bicycle race on State Highway 4-SCl1-130,
from Alum Rock Avenue to Mt. Hamilton.

As the California Highway Patrol has agreed to provide the
necessary traffic control, we will issue an encroachment permit
for your bike race upon receipt of a resolution of support from
the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors and a $55.00 fee.

If you have any questions, please call Mr. Phil Rendahl at
415-557-1984.

Sincerely yours,

BURCH C. BACHTOLD
District Director

v JET N

R. L. CASHION
District Permit Engineer

cc: County of Santa Clara
.70 West Hedding Street
San Jose, CA 95110

_.Califorﬁié Hiéhway'?atfoi
- 2020 -Junctioh Avenue -
~San Jose, CA 95131



2020 Junction Avenue
San Jose, CA 95131-2187
_ (408) 277-189Q::,,

'uMéy 8, 1989 .

San Jose Bicycle Club
c/o Mr. Gary Lee

- 248 Pamela Drive, #10
Mountain View, CA 94040

Dear Mr. Lee:

On April 17, 1989, I gave the San.Jose Bicycle Club written
approval for the Mt. Hamilton Bicycle Road Race scheduled for May
28, 198%. However, I must rescind my endorsement of the race for
the following reasons: Cal Trans will not issue a permit for the
race and we have determined the location of the event to be unsafe
for a bicycle speed contest.

As you are aware, Mt. Hamilton Road is a very steep and narrow two
way mountainous road. In addition, the road has numerous curves
and bends which creates an unsafe environment for any competition
of speed. Based upon past .accident records regarding this road,
most accidents are caused by unsafe speed and wrong side of road
violations, -

Although I regret having to deny approval of this bicycle road
race, I feel the safety of the bicycle riders and the motoring
public must be our primary concern. Please call me if you have
further questions concerning this matter.

Very truly yours,

A. P. WOLOCHUK, Captain
Commander
San Jose

~County of Santa Clara

Department of Transportation - Permits



Dear Resioent,

This Memorial Weekend the San Jose Bicycle Club, which has been
’ pranoting cycling events since 1939, will sponsor the San Jose
Pro-Am Bicycle Classic. This is a three day, four stage event.
The thirg stage is the Mount Hamilton Cilassic which will
commence at B:00 a.m. on Sunday, May 28 at the Joseph George
Mioaie Schooi on Mahoney Ave. with a promenade to Mount Hamilton
Roaz. The riocers wil) leave in groups at 15 minute intervals ana
priefiy pass bv the residences on Mahoney, Fleming and Alum
Rocx. The California Highway Patrol will provide traffic control
untji the riders have passed to minimize the Inconvenience to
resigents of the area.

This coiorful event will be the premier cycling event in Northern
Caiifornia this year in the tradition of the recently televised
Tour ae Trump. It also provides the competitve experience
requireg py our future Oiympic athletes, many of whom plan to
participate.

The San Jose Bicycle Club would like to encourage your support
of the riders as they pass by on their way to the summit of
Mount Hamilton and continuing on to the finish near the Wente
winery in Livermore some 70 mjles from the start. Cycling Is one

of very few gports where the spectators can view the athletes at
close range for free.

We ijook forward to the support of the residents of the area.
Shouic you have any questions or would llke to express any
concerns apout the event, there wjll be two meetings at the
Joseph George Intermediate Schoo! on Mahoney Avenue on Friday,
May 19 at 7:30 p.m. and Saturday, May 20 at 2:00 p.m. Please
checx the posied sign on the main entrance for the room location.

Thanx you for your co-operation and kind support of this event.

Sincere]
%/Z?M/

Mike Blaauw,

President



SWATE OF GALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPOR

AND HOUSING AGENCY

GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

. BOX 7310
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120
(415) 923-4444

£

May 12, 1989

San Jose Bicycle Club
248 Pamela Drive #10
Mountain View, CA 94040
Attention Mr. Gary Lee

Gentlemen:

We have reviewed your April 6,

ke 4-SC1-130

Pending

1989 Encroachment Permit

Application to conduct a bicycle race on State Highway 4-SCl-130,

from Alum Rock Avenue to Mt. Hamilton.

As the California Highway Patrol has agreed to provide the
necessary traffic control, we will issue an encroachment permit
for your bike race upon receipt of a resolution of support from
the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors and a $55.00 fee.

If you have any questions, please call Mr. Ph11 Rendahl at

415~-557-1984.
Sincerely yours,

BURCH C. BACHTOLD
District Director

By%

R. L. CASHION

District Permit Engineer

cc: County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, CA 95110 .

California Highway Patrol

2020 Junction Avenue
San Jose, CA 95131.
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County of Santa Clara

Office of the County Executive

County Government Center, East Wing
70 west Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110
(408)299-2424

MEMORANDUM
May 22, 1989

TO: Bgard of Supervisors

FROM: Jane Decker ,
Assistant to the County Executive
for County Relations

SUBJECT: Mount Hamilton Classic Bike Race
May 9, 1989 Agenda Item #35

The California Highway Patrol is not planning to provide traffic
control, as requested by the San Jose Bicycle Club for their
proposed Memorial Day race over Mt. Hamilton Road (State Route
130). Additionally, Stanislaus County officials will not grant a
permit on the Del Puerto Canyon Road portion of the race. Both
agencies cite the danger to cyclists as the reason for denial.

At one point during the last month, the CHP did agree to offer
traffic control, at which time Caltrans agreed to issue a permit
contingent upon the support of the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors. The CHP now remains firm in its later decision to
not provide any type of support for this year's event. They have
informed Jim Passe, Activities Director of the San Jose Bicycle
Club, that a solution for next year's race might be a "rolling
closure" of Mt. Hamilton Road, to alleviate safety concerns.

Meanwhile, the club contacted Assemblyman Quakenbush's office
last Friday in an effort to coordinate some kind of arrangement
for this year's race. This office contacted John Pennybaker of
Caltrans Legislative Affairs, who reiterated that Caltrans will
issue a permit if the CHP offers traffic control and the Santa
Clara County Board of Supervisors passes a resolution in support
of the race. Staff has also been informed by Caltrans that the
club may be considering changing the Del Puerto Canyon Road
portion of the race to San Antonio Valley Road, which is a Santa
Clara County route. The Current Planning Office has not received

any reguests for a permii>///
cc: Clerk of the Board

Board of Supervisors: Susanne Witson. Zoe Lofgren, Ron Gonzales, Rod Diridon. Dianne McKenna
County Executive: Sally R. Reed @
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County Government Center, East wing
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose. California 95110 89 JUN 28 p l : 40

(408) 299-2424

MEMORANDUM

June 26, 1989

TO: Board of Supervisors

FROM: Jane Decker
Assistant to the County Executive
for County Relations

SUBJECT: MOUNT HAMILTON CLASSIC BIKE RACE,
SAN JOSE BICYCLE CLUB yﬁ

As a follow-up to this issue, which came before the Board on May 23, 1989
as Agenda Item X-2, the San Jose Bicycle Club held the Mount Hamilton
Classic Bike Race on Sunday, May 28, 1989. 1In the week preceding the
race, the club contacted the Governor's 0ffice, which referred them to
the Secretary of the State Department of Transportation, Business and
Housing who in turn directed Caltrans to issue a permit to traverse Mt.
Hamilton Road (State Route 130). Caltrans agreed to issue a permit as an
exception to a long standing policy of requiring a resolution from the
Board of Supervisors and law enforcement support from the California
Highway Patrol. 1In fact, the San Jose Bicycle Club never picked up the
permit or signed for it, so final issuance was not technically completed.

Upon learning that Caltrans had agreed to issue the permit, the

California Highway Patrol drew up a reimbursable services contract to
provide two motorcycle officers and two patrol cars to escort the race
participants. The CHP reports that the race occurred without incident.

Caltrans reports that the bicycle club is interested in placing next
year's race on a national bike race calendar of events, and is planning
to pursue the issuance of a Caltrans permit as early as this August for
the May 1990 race. Meanwhile, Caltrans sent a June 7, 1989 reply to a
letter from Supervisor Diridon, stating that their policy for issuing
permits of this kind will, in the future, require a resolution from the
Board of Supervisors and law enforcement support by the CHP.

Board of Supervisors: Susanne wilson, Zoe Lofgren. Ron Gonzales. Rod Diridon, Dianne McKenna
County Executlve: Sally R. Reed F_

Wi
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RESOLUTION NO.

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18
COF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN
THE CITY OF SAN JOSE

-

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara

as follows:

-Administration.

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 59437 of the City Council of the City of
San Jose, a public hearing was called for November i, 1986, at the hour of
1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose,
California, to ascertain whether the public necessity, health, safety, or

welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead

per letter of 8/28/87, Bobbie Claycomb.

f Design and Construction,

structureé, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for

E.

supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within

&

that certain area of the City of 3an Jose; and

WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property
owners and-utilities concerne@ in the manner and for the time required by law;
and

WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons
interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to
Ordinance No. 22388 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described
area as Underground Utility District at the Park and Ride Lot at Capitol
Expressway and Hwy 87 of the City of San Jose; and |

WHEREAS, the Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance MNo.

, 22388 of the City of San Jose is in the general public interest for the -

following reasons(s):

Transportation Agency, and conformed copy sent to Transportation Agency

Fully executed originally signed copy sent to Director o
9/14/87, gvk

Fully executed originally signed copy sent to P.G.

ORIGINAL weteww



' ® Q
’ n.(]ﬁ "The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are
lextensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian
©or vehicular traffic;"
(2) "The said streets, roads or rights-of-way adjoin or pass through
'a civic area'. and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the
utilization of up to $200,000 from the amouﬁt allocated by Pacific Gas and
Electric Company to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision
os. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the
year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried ouf in

said Underground Utility 'District’.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara

State of California on -~ AU6 ¥8 By , 1987 by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors

DIRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON
NOES: Supervisors NONE

ABSENT: Supervisors NONE
D/M /%CM
Dianne McKenna, Chairperson
Board of Supervisors

ATTEST: NALD M. RAINS, Clerk

rd of Supeiniirs

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

lp{ County Counsel 7 - 2#-<7)
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- CONTY-QF SANTA CLARA

. CALIFORNIA

_Wbocz

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
County Government Center, East Wing
70 west Hedding Street

San Jose, Callfornla 95110

(408) 299-4321

August 28, 1987

P.G.E.
308 Stockton
San Jose, CA 95126

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

MEMBERS _OF THE BOARD

Susanne Wilison,
Zoe Lofgren,
Thomas L. Legan,
Rod Dirlidon,
Dianne McKenna,

District
District
District
District
District

SUBJECT: Undergrounding of aerial facilities at the Park and Ride 1ot
at Capitol Expressway and Highway 87 on the Guadalupe Corridor

project

Enclosed please find copy of Resolution for your records.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

Bobbi Claycomb
Deputy Clerk

DMR:bc

Enclosures
cc: Transportation Agency

[Z I A S



Transportation Agency
 Countyof Santa Clar@ ® ...
California 7/ | @'

o .qék' TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
Prepared by__ Bechtholdt Page_1 of 2 - S$.D.__

Reviewed by  Bruce
Submitted by -Reading

DATE: __August 4. 1987

o APPROVED: DIRECTOR

g

43

8

e TRANSIT DisTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date - g Item No.
o

o CounTy BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date__ Auqust 18, 1987 Item No.
©

& ¢  TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.
52 |

g OM: SCOTTY A. BRUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction

o :

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AND RIDE

LOT AT CAPITOL EXPRESSWAY AND HIGHWAY 87 ON THE GUADALUPE
CORRIDOR PROJECT

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa
Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of
existing overhead facilities to underground facilities at the Park and Ride Lot
at Capitol Expressway and Highway 87. { onthe Guadalupe Corridor Project).

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS:

Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds.

of Design and Construction A
Transportation Agency-Adminis

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: -

The proposed conversion project on Capitol Expressway will eliminate an unusually
heavy concentration of overhead distributicn facilities on a street used
extensively by the general public and carrying a heavy volume of pedestrian and
vehicular traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles.

BACKGROUND:

This District formed by the City of San Jose fronting our proposed Guadalupe
Transportation Corrider Park and Ride Facility at Cepitol Expressway and Highway
387 1s a cooperative project betrween the City of San Jose and the County of Santa
Clara. This project will utilize approximately $200,000 of Santa Clara County
20A Allocation Funds.

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF SA?TA CLARA cOUNTY-AUG 1 8 1987

DONALD M, NS, ClI of the Board
By—X A/O(Jzym 'ZZD":‘I[(_

Deputy Clerk

Agency and to Dorothy Gullion,

Approved copy sent to Director
9/14/87, gvk.

@ 1908 REV 5/84
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Page 2 of 2

DATE: August 4, 1987

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE:
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: August 18, 1987
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AND RIDE
EE—— LOT AT CAPITOL EXPRESSWAY AND HIGHWAY 87 OF THE GUADALUPE
CORRIDOR PROJECT

The California Public Utilities Commission decision No. 73078 provides for the

utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilities with
underground facilities.

This budgeted amcunt is allocated to the various cities and counties in the same
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total
system customers.

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year for these
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only
available for conversion projects.

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The undergrounding of aerial facilities at the Park and Ride Lot at Capitol
Expressway and Highway 87 would not be done.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to
P.G. & E., Attention: Jim O'Brien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95126.

SAB:DHB:cw

- WPLWO4 N T AT
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letter of 8/28/87, Baobbie Claycamb.

Transportation Agency, and conformed

ent to PG&E, per
d Construction,

Ful-y executed originally signed copy s
Conformed copy to Director of Design an

RoADS e vonsl
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R - RESOLUTIOK HNO. i

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION HOS. 73078 AND 82-C1-18
OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIOM IN
THE CITY OF SAN JOSE

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara

as follows:

WHEREAS, by Resolution No, 59317 of the City Council of the City of
San Jose, a public hearing was called for September 2, 1986, at the hour of
1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose,
California, to ascertain whether the publie necessity, heaith, safety, or
welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead
structures, and the underground insfallation of wires and facilities for
supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within
. that certain area'of the City of San Jose; and
%% WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property
%; owners and utilities concerned in the manner and for the time required by law;
§§ and
E WHEREAS, such hgaring has been duly and regularly held, and all persons
:§ interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and
:g WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to
'g Ordinance No. 22343 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described
é. area as Underground Utility District in the area of Route 87 at Chynoweth
g\ Avenue of the City of San Jose; and
'g WHEREAS, the-Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance No.
g 22343 of the City of San Jose is in.the general public interest for the
%‘ following reasons(s):
&
8
;
£ B oR 80
RiGINAL AUG 1 8 1987
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- | (15 "The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are
. ;xtensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian
or vehicular traffic;" |
(2) "The sald streets, roads or rights-of-way adjoin or pass through
'a civic area'. and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the
utilization of up to $50,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and
Electric Company to the County of Senta Clara pursuant to Decision
Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the
year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in

said Underground Utility 'District!’.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara

State of California on  AUG 1 81987 , 1987 by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors  DIRIDON. LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON
NOES: Supervisors NONE

ABSENT: Supervisors NONE

Board of Supervisors

ATTEST: DONALD M. RXINS, Clerk
Board of Supertisors

y
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

4,/%7

- ?’7
% Countyﬂ 7 T
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~ COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA pl ce
- CALTFORNTA

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEMBERS OF THE BOARD

County Government Center, East Wing Susanne wWilison, Dlistrict
70 West Heddlng Street Zoe Lofgren, District
San Jose, California 95110 Thomas L. Legan, District
(408) 299-4321 Rod Dliridon, District

Dianne McKenna, District

August 28, 1987

P.G.E.
308 Stockton
San Jose, CA 95126

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

SUBJECT: Undergrounding of aerial facilities in the area of Route 87 at
Chynoweth Avenue of the Guadalupe Corridor Project.

Enclosed please find copy of Resolution for your records.
Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

Bobbi Claycomb
Deputy Clerk

DMR:bc

Enclosures
cc: Transportation Agency

L A R
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' - TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM

Prepared by Rechtholdt Page ! of 2 S.D.___

Reviewed by price

Submitted by_ Reading ~ DATE:_ August 4, 1987

APPROVED:  DIRECTOR==:n_

TrRANSIT DisTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date ' Item No.

CounTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date August 18, 1987 Item No._

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.

%

SCOTTY A. BRUCE, Deputy Director, Lesipgn and Construction

SUBJECT : UHDERGROUHDIHG OF AERIAL FACILITIES IN THE AREAR CF ROUTE
&7 AT CHYHOWETH AVEIUE OR THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR PRQJECT

RECCHMERDED ACTION:

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electriec Company to allocate Santa
Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of
existing overhead facilities to underground (acilities in the erez cf Route 57 &t
Chynoweth Avenue. (off the Guadalupe Corridor Project)

11/04/87, qvk.

FISCAL IMPLICATICIS:

Construction, Transportation Agency, and to Dorothy

Ahdopticn of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County [unds.

REASORS FOR RECOMMEMDATION:

The propeosed conversion project on Chynoweth Avenue will eliminate an unusually
heavy concentration of overhead distribution facilities on a street used
extensively by the general public and carrying a heavy volurr of pedestrian and
vehicular traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles.

BACIIGROUHL :

this District formed by the City of San Jose fronting our proposed Guadaluge
Transportation Corridor Park and Ride Facility at Chynoweth Avenue and Route 27
is a cooperative project betiwieen the City of fan Jose and the County of Santa
Clara. This project will utilize approximately $5C,000 of Sants Clara Count
20A Allocation Funds.

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY—AHG 1.8 1987

DON D M/R NS, Cler he Board
L0

Cullion, Transportation Agency-Administration.

Approved copy sent to Director of Design and

Deputy Clerk
@ 1908 REV 5/84

An Equal Opportunity Employer AUG 1 8 1987
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Page_ 2 of 2
DATE:_Auqust 4, 1987

TRANSIT DISTRICT EOARD AGENDA DATE: )
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: August 18, 1987

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUMDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES Il THE AREA OF ROUTE
— 87 AT CHYNOWETH AVEMUE OF THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR PROJECT

N
The California Public Utilities Commission decision lo. 73073 provides for the
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overnead facilities with
underground facilities.

This budgeted amount 1s allocated to the various cities and counties in the same
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total
system customers.

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year {or these
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only
available for conversion projects.

COLSEQUELCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The undergrounding of aerial facilities in the area of Route 37 at Chynoweth
fivenue would not be done.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

Wnen executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to
P.G. & E., Attention: Jim O'BRrien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95120.

SAB:DHE:cw

WPLUCH
v i, o

ey

R R FOEN B
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RESOLUTION NO.

» Vory,

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18
OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN
THE CITY OF SAN JOSE

BE If RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara
as follows:

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 59488 of the City Council of the City of
San JoSe, a public hearing was called for December 9, 1986, at the hour of
1:30 p.m. in -the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose,
California, to ascertain whether the public necessity, health, safety, or
welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead
structures, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for
supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within
that certain area of the City of San Jose; and

WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property
owners and utilities concerned in the manner and for the time required by law;

and

WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons

11/04/87, gvk.

interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to
Ordinance No. 22411 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described
area as Underground Utility District at the Park and Ride Lot at Snell Avenue
and Route 85 of the City of San Jose; and

WHEREAS, the Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance No.
22411 of the City of San Jose is in the general public interest for the

following reasons(s):

Conformed copy to Director of Design and Construction, Transportation Agency, and conformed copy

to Transportation Agency-Administration.

Fully executed originally signed copy sent to P.G.&E. per letter of 8/28/87, Bobbie Claycomb.

ORIGINAL o 1o



: ‘ ‘ ‘ .
-
N .

(1) “The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are
‘ .exténsiVely used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian
or vehicular traffic;" |
(2) "The said streets, roads or rights-of-way adjoin or pass through
'a civic area'. and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the
utilization of up to $200,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and
Electric Ceompany to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision
Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the
year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in

said Underground Utility 'District’.

PASSED AND ADCPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara

State of California on AUG 18 gy , 1987 by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors

'DJRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON
NOES:  Supervisors’ NONE |

ABSENT: Supervisors NONE.

/MW

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson
Board of Supervisors

ATTES?PY ONALD M. RAINS, Clerk
rd of Supggxiiirs
! . .

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

DSt

W (/4 i
J{County Cofsel 72~ F7
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(COUNTY QF SANTA CLARA
- CALIFORNIA

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
County Govermment Center, East Wing Susanne Witson, District 1
70 West Heddling Street Zoe Lofgren, District 2
Ssn Jose, Catlfornia 3935110 Thomas L. Legan, DIistrict 3
(408) 299-4321 Rod Diridon, District 4
DIanne McKenna, Distrtct 5

August 28, 1987

P.G.E.
308 Stockton
San Jose, CA 95126

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

SUBJECT: Undergrounding of aerial facilitfes at the Park and Ride lot
at Snell Avenue and Route 85 on the Guadalupe Corridor Project

Enclosed please find copy of Resolution for your records.
Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

i

Bobbi Cltaycomb
Deputy Clerk

DMR:bc

Enclosures
cc: Transportation Agency



Transportation Agency

Approved copy sent to Director of Design and Construction-Transportation Azency, and to Dorothy Gullion,
11/04/37, qvk.

Transportation Agency-Administration.

" County of Santa Clard) ® San vose, LoE S0 Drie
Caiifornia A | @'
: | <Q>ﬁ' TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
Prepared by Betchtholdt Page 1 of_ o S.D.___
Reviewed by Bruce '
Submitted by Readiqg DATE: August 4, 1987

APPROVED: DIRECTOR jasv

TRANSIT DISTRICT BoARD: Agenda Date . Item No.
CounTy BoARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date_ August 18, 1987 Item No._
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item Na.

§
(@}
=

SCOTTY A. ERUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction

SUBJECT: UDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AHD RIDE
LOT AT SHELL AVEHUE AHD ROUTE 85 ONTHE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR
PROJECT

RECOIMMENDED ACTIOR:

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and [lectric Company to ailocate Santa
Clara County Rule Z0A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of
existing overhead facilities to underground facilities at the Perk and Ride tot
at Snell Avenue and Route 85. (on the Guadalupe Corridor Project)

FISCAL IMPLICATIOHS:

Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds.

REASQHS FOR RECCMMENMDATION:

The proposed conversion preject on Snell Avenue will eliminate an unusually
neavy concentraticn of overhead distribution facilities on a strect used |
extensively by the general public and carrying a heavy VOIUR of pedestrian and
vehicular traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles.

BACKGROULD:

This District formed by tne City of San Jose fronting our preoposed Guadaltipe
Transportation Corrider Park and Ride Facility at Snell Avenue and Route &%

ks a cooperative project betrween the City of 3an Jose and the County of Ianta
Clara. This project will utilize approximately 3200,000 of Santa Clara County
204 Allocation Funds.

-«

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OFE%? CLARA COUNTY-ALB 1 81887

DON M. RAJNS, Clerlrot ?he Bodrd
By, bi ol [ s (g

/ \Deputy Clerk

@ 1908 REV 5/84 An Equal op%ﬁ
o/ E ' ' AUS 1 g 1087




Page 2 of 2 '
DATE: August 4,1987

TRANSIT DISTRICT EOARD AGENDA DATE: ‘
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: August 18, 1987
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT: UMDERGROUIIDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AiMD RIDE
—_— LOT AT SHELL AVEMUE AND ROUTE &5 OF THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR
PROJECT

The California Public Utilities Commission decision vo. 72078 provides for the
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilitics with
underground facilities.

This budgeted amount is allocated to the various cities and counties in the same
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears toc the total
system customers.

Santa Clara County 1is allocated approximately $570C,000 each year for these
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly il not expended and are only
avallable for conversion projects.

CCHSEQUENCES OF NECATIVE ACTIOHN:

The undergrounding of aerial {acilities at the Park and Ride Lot at Snell Avenue
and Route 85 would not be done.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to
P.G. & E., Attention: Jim O'Brien, 308 3tockton, San Jose, CA G5120.

SAB:DIB:cw

LPLWON

(o}

& 1510 REV 5784
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1 cc Pacific Gas and Electric Company.

L4

1l cc City of San Jose,

portation-Administratin, Dorothy,

1l cc Trans
ska

8/5/87

oADS serenal

RESOLUTION NO.

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF
SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18
OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN
THE CITY OF SAN JOSE

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara
as follows:

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 59100 of the City Council of the City of
San Jose, a public hearing was called for May 20, 1987, at the hour of
1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose,
California, to ascertain whether the public necessity, health, safety, or
welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead
structures, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for
supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within
that certain area of the City of 3an Jose on North First Street from Brokaw
Road to Tasman Avenue; and

WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property
owners and utilities concerned in the manner and for the time required by law;
and

WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons
interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to
Ordinance No. 22246 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described
area as Underground Utility District in the area of North First Street from
Brokaw Road to Tasman Avenue within the City of San Jose; and

WHEREAS, the Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance No.

22246 of the City of San Jose is in the general public interest for the

following reasons(s): 8 E ﬁ%
J;
Rgﬁ N Em JUL 2 8 1987



' .
: . . -
bt - . I
. ’

(1) "The undergrounding to be accomplished will avoid or eliminate an
unusaully heavy concentration of overhead distribution facilitieé;"

(2) "The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are
extensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian
or vehicular traffic;",

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the
utilization of up to $1,000,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and
Electric Company to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision
Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the
year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in

said Underground Utility 'District’.



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara

State of California on JUL 28 1987 , 1987 by the following vote:

AYES: Supervisors DIRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON
NOES: Supervisors NONE

ABSENTE Supervisors NONB

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson
Board of Supervisors

ATTESY: DOMALD M. RAINS, Clerk
Boar{d of SupervisSogs

4 Ay

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

4

Coun Counsel

o157

WPLLO3
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CALIFORNIA

OFF!CE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
County Government Center, East Wing
70 west Hedding Street

San Jose, Callifornia 95110

{(408) 299-4321

August 5, 1987

Pacific Gas and Electric Company
308 Stockton Avenue
San Jose, CA. 95126

Attn: Jim O'Brien

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD

Susanne Wiltlson, District
Zoe Lofgren, District
Thomas L. Legan, District
Rod Diridon, Dlistrict

Dianne McKenna, BDistrict

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PG&E TO ALLOCATE RULE 20A FUNDS TO CITY

Of SAN JOSE

Dear Mr. O'Brien:

On July 28, 1987, the Board of Supervisors adopted a Resolution
authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa Clara
County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose to convert overhead
facilities to underground facilities on First Street, between Brokaw

Rocad and Tasman Avenue.

Enclosed please find a copy of said Resolution for your information
and files. This office will notify the proper parties of Board action.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

Sheri Atencio
Deputy Clerk

DMR:sla
cc: City of San Jose

Enclosures

N b W N -



Transportation Agency

County of Santa Clar* ) . San Jose, }:Sasl?fc?rzrigers?sq:g

California }\

A A . TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM @

Prepared by Bechtholdt Page 1 of S.D.__
Reviewed by Bruce
ARomi ted by DATE: June 15, 1987

APPROVED: DIRECTOR

TrRANSIT DisTRICT BoARD: Agenda Date Item No.

CounTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date  July &8 1987 Item No._

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.
/<a EROM: SCOTTY BRUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES ON NORTH FIRST STREET
FROM BROKAW ROAD TO TASMAN AVENUE

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa
Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of
existing overhead facilities to underground facilities on First Street between
Brokaw Road and Tasman Avenue.

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS:

Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The proposed conversion project on First Street will eliminate an unusually heavy
concentration of overhead distribution facilities on a street used extensively by
the general public and carrying a heavy volume of pedestrian and vehicular
traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles.

BACKGROUND: .

This particular district is the last of three separate districts formed by the
City of San Jose along First Street from Julian Street North to Tasman Avenue.
The prior districts were funded solely by the City of San Jose 20A allocation.
Combining City and County 20A allocations will enable the completion of one of
the most significant conversion projects undertaken in Santa Clara County and

greatly enhance the Guadalupe Transportation Corridor.

&) 1908 nev 578 An Equal @%Eﬁg\ | .
L, JuL 2 8 987



Page 2 of 2
DATE:__June 15, 1987

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE:
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: July 14, 1987

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES ON MORTH FIRST STREET
_— FROM BROKAW ROAD TO TASMAN AVENUE

The California Public Utilities Commission decision No. 73078 provides for the
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilities with
underground facilities.

This budgeted amount is allocated to the various cities & counties in the same
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total
system customers.

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year for these
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only
available for conversion projects.

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The undergrounding of aerial facilities along North First Street from Brokaw Road
to Tasman Avenue would not be done.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to P.G. & E.,
Attention Jim O'Brien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95126

SAB:DHB:cw

WPLWO&

o/}
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- memorandum

To PNyITIS Petez FrRoM Dianne McKenna, Chailr
Asst. Clerk of the Board Board of Supervisors
SUBJECT DATE
Torch Run/Resolution July 14, 1987

£¥< Please place the following resolution on the Board of Supervisors
agenda for Tuesday, July 21, 1987 as a consent item. Please
prepare immediately after and mail to Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E.,
CalTrans Office of Permits, P.0O. Box 27310, San Francisco,
California 94120. Thank you.

WHEREAS, California Special Olympics, Inc., proposes to conduct a
Law Enforcement Torch Run; and

WHEREAS, The Law Enforcement Torch run may temporarily impede and
restrict the flow of traffic on State Highway 101 (Business),
State Route 152 and State Route 82 in Santa Clara County between
the hours of 7:00 A.M. and 9:00 #.M. on Saturday, July 25, 1987
and Sunday, July 26, 1987; and ¥,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Santa Clara, State of California approves and consents
to the proposed Torch Run and recommends approval of and consents
to the proposed restriction of State Highways upon terms and
conditions deemed appropriate and necessary by the State of
California, Department of Transportation and the County of Santa
Clara.

PASSED AND ADOPTED, etc.
TZ

attachment

APPROVED‘BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISO!
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY- ‘73‘1‘;.7

DONAL%M_.RAINS, Clerk of tze Board
By

Deputy Clerk

ReorpeErR Cope No. 963077 @%g ﬁég
@ 26~8 REV 11/83 ) ;

JUL 2 1 187



Special
Olympics

Presicent
RAFER JOHNSON*

First Vice Presigent
JACK BROTHERTON

Vice President/Legal
LAWRENCE BASS

vice President/Planning

H. JAMES GRIGGS

vice Presicent/Public Relations

HANK RIEGER

Treasurer
ALLEN J.P. GEHRIG

Secretary
JOHN C. BRAUNE

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Stephen M. Ackerman
Ed Arnold

James Bardwil
Lawrence Bass
Jack Brotherton
Norton N. Brown
Todd J. Christensen
Allen J.P. Gehrig

H. James Griggs
Patrick Grover
Ralph L. Herman
Arte Johnson

Rater Johnson
Carolyn Miller

Elot 1. Mininberg
Hal Norton

John W Perry. M.D.
Hank Rieger

Dick Sargent
Janyce Sarnoff
Roges Tracey
Jeanne Valvo

Roy W. Walters, Il
Joseph A, watters
David A. Wertzner
Casey Woolley

Executive Director
JOHN C. BRAUNE

*National Head Coach

———— e pn A s e e s A e T B L s TR et -

CALIFORNIA SPECIAL OLYMPILCS, INC.

1808 STANFORD STREET (213) 453-7682
SANTA MONICA,CA 90404

June 16, 1987 ,)UN\-"‘ 190l
The Honorable Rod J., Diridon, Chairman ¢
Board of Supervisors

Santa Clara County
County Administration Building b
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

Dear Supervisor Diridon:

I am writing about a special event, the Law Enforcement Torch Run
for Califormia Special Olympics. The Torch Run is a local effort
to raise much needed funds for our state's mentally retarded ath-
letes to train and compete in the Special Olympics Program. The
Law Enforcement Torch runners and their support vehicles will be
passing through your county on July 25 and 26, and we need your
help in coordinating this event with CalTrans.

Allow me to briefly explain this wonderful event to you..... on

July 24, 1987 Law Enforcement personnel from the entire state will
run 3-mile legs carrying a torch ignited at the Golden Gate Bridge,
through San Francisco and many other communities, down picturesque

California and into a victory celebration in Los Angeles on July 30,
1987.

The Law Enforcement Torch Run will be receiving considerable media
exposure, with segments to appear on Wide World of Sports. Cali-
fornia will be joining the other 49 states, the District of Columbia
and several international countries with similar Torch Runs in one
of the largest fund raising events of its kind. National and inter-
national media coverage is anticipated. Public officials and cele-
brities have endorsed and offered their support and participation.

It has been our experience that such a Run might very briefly impact
on traffic control; therefore, as a contingency, we are working

with all local Law Enforcement jurisdictions, the California Highway
Patrol, as well as CalTrans. Please note that on Highways in non-
incorporated areas, CalTrans has advised us that your approval of
their use for the Torch Run within your County is needed. CalTrans
would like a resolution or at least a letter from you approving

said Run. I have included a draft copy of each. The resolution/
letter is to be sent to the CalTrans Permit Engineer, as below:

Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E.
CalTrans Office of Permits
P.0O. Box 27310

San Francisco, CA 94120

b ¥e , Jr. Foundation
B Z y Retarded Citizens.

Special Olympics Created by T

ot
Authorized and Accredited by Speciat O ;a;

0L 2 1 1087



The Honorgble Rod J. Diridon

June 16,.87 .

Page 2 '

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter.
If needed, I can usually be contacted at (415) 553-1345.

Sincerely,

Ny Oon—
SERGEANT DENNIS A. GUégiéSON

San Francisco Police Department
850 Bryant Street, Room 555

San Francisco, CA 94103

DAG:sh

Enclosures

P.5. I would appreciate your sending me a copy of any corres-
pondence you direct to CalTrans.



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

WHEREAS, California Special Olympics, lnc., proposes to conduct a Law Enforcement Torch Run; and

WHEREAS, The Law Enforcement Torch run may temporarily impede and restrict the flow of traffic on State
Highway 101 (Business), State Route 152 and State Route 82 in Santa Clara County between the hours of 7:00
a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on Saturday, July 25, 1987 and Sunday, July 26, 1987; and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, State. of
California approves and consents to the proposed Torch Run end recommends approval of and consents to the
proposed restriction of State Highways upon terms and conditions deemed appropriate and necessary by the State
of California, Department of Transportation and the County of Santa Clara.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this Twenty-first Day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Eighty-Seven by unanimous vote.

AYES: Supervisors: Wilson, Lofgren, Legan, Diridon, McKenna
NOES: Supervisors: None
ABSENT: Supervisors: None

Danne e

Dianne McKenna, Chairpers‘on
Board of Supervisors

ATTEST! Donald M. Rains
lerk, BoarYf\Supe’

ey mema o
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

R o
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RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE USE OF RADAR BY THE
HOLLISTER-GILROY AREA CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY

WHERFAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors is aware of,
and concerned about, serious traffic safety problems in the County; and

WHEREAS, excessive speed is a primary collision factor in the vast
majority of traffic accidents in the County; and

WHEREAS, the California Highway Patrocl has been unable effectively
to control speeding violations through conventional enforcement methods,
i.e., in-view patrol and pacing speeders with patrol vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors believes that
the use of radar is an effective tool for reducing speeding on roads in
Santa Clara County and, thereby, accidents.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors requests the California Highway Patrol to utilize radar speed
enforcement on designated roadways with excessive speed violations and/or
high accident frequencies throughout Santa Clara County.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors requests that this radar enforcement be implemented as soon
as possible,

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Santa Clara, State of California, this JUL 1 4 1987 day of
1987, by the following vote:

AYES: SUPERVISORS DIRIDON. LEGAN, LOEGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON
NOES: SUPERVISORS NONE
ABSENT: SUPERVISORS NONE

Chalrperson of said Board
DMNRE“NKENNA
ATTEST: — s

Clerk of Said Board

DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK] JV& S %@ Lo

Députy County’ Counsel
Approved as to Form and Legality

One fully executed originally signed Resolution sent to CHP; conformed copies sent to Sheriff's

Department-Administration; Transportation Agency-Roads Operation; and Supervisor Wilson.

7/14/87, gvk.

ORIGINAL
o b U JUL 4 4 1087
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" COUNTY GF SANTA CLARA o

- CALIFORNIA

o FrL&E

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
County Government Center, East Wling
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, Callilfornia 95110

(408) 299-4321

July 17, 1987

Chief of Administration
California Highway Patrol
2020 Junction Avenue

San Jose, California 95131

Dear Sir:

SUBJECT: Radar Speed Enforcement on
Gilroy-Hollister Area.

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD

Susanne Wilson, Distrlct
Zoe Lofgren, District
Thomas L. tegan, Dlistrict
Rod Diritdon, District

Dianne McKenna, District

Designated Roadways,

Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara

County at their Meeting of July 14, 1987

(Item No. 8), adopted a

Resolution endorsing the use of radar speed enforcement on designated
roadways in the Gilroy-Hollister area. The reason for this action is
that excessive speed has been documented to be the cause of many of the
accidents on south Santa Clara County State Highways and some County
roads. It is understood that adopting such a Resolution is the first

step in the process of acquiring radar.

Enclosed please find a conformed copy of the cited Resolution.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

&

Geraldine Kyie

Deputy Clerk
DMR:gvk
Enclosure
Supervisor Susanne Wilson

Transportation Agency-Roads Operation
Sheriff's Department-Administration

[Z, B N



COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA o ¢ Free
CALIFORNA

OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEMBERS OFf THE BOARD

County Government Center, East Wling Susanne Witson, District
70 West Heddlng Street Zoe Lofgren, DIistrict
San Jose, Callfornia 95110 Thomas L.

(408) 299-~4321

Legan, District
Rod Diridon, District

N b W N e

Dlianne McKenna, District

July 22, 1987 ;

Captain Jim Skidmore

Gilroy-Hollister California Highway Patrol
740 Renz Lane

Gilroy, California 95020

Dear Captain Skidmore:

SUBJECT:. Radar Speed Enforcement on Designated Roadways,
Gilroy-Hollister Area. '

Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara
County at their Meeting of July 14, 1987 (Item No. 8), adopted a
Resolution endorsing the use of radar speed enforcement on designated
roadways in the Gilroy-Hollister area. The reason for this action is
that excessive speed has been documented to be the cause of many of the
accidents on south Santa Clara County State Highways and some County
roads. It is understood that adopting such a Resolution is the first
step in the process of acquiring radar.

Enclosed please find a conformed copy of the cited Resolution

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

3

Geraldine Kyle
Deputy Clerk

DMR: gvk
Enclosure
cc: Supervisor Susanne Wilson

Transportation Agency-Roads Operation
Sheriff's Department-Administration



s L BEF(Q‘IHE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ®
o OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
‘ RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE USE OF RADAR BY THE
HOLLISTER-GILROY AREA CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervxsors is aware of,
and concerned about, serious traffic safety problems in the Coumty, and

WHEREAS, excessive speed is a primary collision factor in the vast
majority of traffic accidents in the County; and

WHEREAS, the California Highway Patrol has been unable effectively
. to control speeding violations through conventional enforcement methods,
i.e., in-view patrol and pacing speeders with patrol vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors believes that
the use of radar is an effective tool for reducing speeding on roads in
Santa Clara County and, thereby, accidents.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors requests the California Highway Patrol to utilize radar speed
enforcement on designated roadways with excessive speed violations and/or
high accident frequencies throughout Santa Clara County.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County Board of

Supervisors requests that this radar enforcement be implemented as soon
as possible.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Santa Clara, State of California, this JUl 4 4 1987 day of
1987, by the following vote:

AYES: SUPERVISORS RIRIDQN. LEGAN LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON
NOES: SUPERVISORS NONE |
ABSENT: SUPERVISORSNO NE
. DIANNE McKENNA
ATTEST:
Clerk of Sa1d Board v ‘.

DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK

puty ty
Approved as to Form and Legality
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T FROM
CLERK OF THE BOARD SUPERVISOR SUSANNE WILSON
SUBJECT . DATE
RESOLUTION REQUESTING RADAR - 7/14/87 Board Meeting 7/6/87
RECOMMENDATION:

That the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors adopt a resolution
requesting that the Gilroy-Hollister Area California Highway Patrol
utilize radar speed enforcement on designated roadways.

BACKGROUND:

Excessive speed has been documented to be the cause of many of the
accidents on south Santa Clara County State Highways and some county
roads. The Gilroy-Hollister Area California Highway Patrol has expressed
interest in using radar on the roadways that qualify for such use. The
first step in the process to acquire radar is a resolution from the local
jurisdiction endorsing the use of radar by the California Highway Patrol.

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS:

A
B
O
~
~
'\
~
~
~

$16,000 is currently budgeted in the Santa Clara County Roads
Operations Budget for radar in South County.

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERV| S
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY—LLU 11 188'?
DOMALLIZM. RAJNG. Clerk of the Board
Sy_._ Lot L 4 Q2

Deputy Clerk

Transportation Agency-Roads Operation; and Supervisor Wilson.

Reoroer Cope No. 963077 @RE%ENA&
@ 26-B REV 11/83
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orandum

TO PhyITis Pere:z FROM Dianne McKenna, Chair
Asst. Clerk of the Board Board of Supervisors
SUBJECT DATE
' Peace Run 5/12/87 -

Please place the following resolution on the Board of Supervisor's
agenda for Tuesday, May 19, 1987 as a consent item. Please
prepare and mail as soon as possible to Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E.,
CalTrans Office of Permits, P.O. Box 27310, San Francisco,
California 94120. Thank you.

‘ér\\gHEREAS, The Sri Chinmoy Marathon Team Inc. proposes to conduct a

@zs—a

ORiGIHAL

orch Relay Peace Run; and

WHEREAS, The Peace Run may, on Saturday, June 20, 1987,
temporarily impede and restrict the free passage of traffic over
State Highway Route 101 (Business) from Gilroy to Coyote, and
Route 82 from Coyote to the San Mateo County Line, during the
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; .

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Santa Clara, State of California approves and consents
to the proposed Peace Run and recommends approval of and consents
to the proposed restriction of State Highway Route 101 (Business)
and Route 82 upon terms and conditions deemed appropriate and
necessary by the State of California, Department of Transportation
and the County of Santa Clara.

PASSED AND ADOPTED, etc.
re

attachments

REV 11/83

MAY 1 g 197



CalTrans Office of Permits,

Robert Cashion, P.E.,

Mr.
CA

Mailed original resolution to:

CcC:

L4

[\
™~
oo}
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San Francisco,

Box 27310,

P.O

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

WHEREAS, the Sri Chinmoy Marathon Team Inc. proposes to conduct a Torch Relay Peace Run; and

WHEREAS, the Peace Run may, on Saturday, June 20, 1987, temporarily impede and restrict the free passage

o, of traffic over State Highway Route 10l (Business) from Gilroy to Coyote, and Route 82 from Coyote to the San

Mateo County Line, during the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.;

NOW THEREFORE BE T RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, State of
California approves and consents to the proposed Peace Run and recommends approval of and consents to the
proposed restriction of State Highway Route 10) (Business) and Route 82 upon terms and conditions deemed

\\oppropriafe and necessary by the State of California, Department of Transportation and the County of Santa

Clara.
PASSED AND ADOPTED this Nineteenth Day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Eighty-Seven by unanimous vote.
YES: Supervisors: Wilson, Lofgren, Legan, Diridon, McKenna

NOES: Supervisors: None
ABSENT: Supervisors: None

DM/M/M /hcéuw/__

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson
Board of Supervisors

AT *, Donald M. Rains

Cldark, Board of Supervisofs
L.u_ Y ¢ G




Transportallon Agency

. & 7 r rger Driv
County Of santa C|al'a. APR 2 * % . San Jose. llssi?lc?r%itgae 905113
California @
MEMORANDUM
To: Mary Kate Franci

Supervisor McKenna's Office

From: Aan V. Jones
Mgr., Roads Engineering

Subject: PEACE RUN

Date: April 22, 1987

Attached for your use is a copy of a modified resolution approving the
Peace Run on June 20, 1987. The terms and conditions imposed by the County
would be similar to those imposed by the state. They will be required to
obtain an Encroachment Permit. This permit will be issued at no cost. In
addition, they will be required to provide liability insurance to protect the
County in the amount of $1,000,000 and traffic control as needed.

If you or your staff has any further questions, please call.

AVJ:db

Enclosure

cc: WLK
ATD

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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March 27, 1987 S J;ykj;rAj/
-—Rod Diridon 4t0

Chairmas>" Board of Supervisors
anta Clara County

County Administration Building
70 West Hedding St.

San Jose, CA 95110

Dear Mr. Diridon:

The Peace Run is an around-the-world torch relay intended to help
break down some of the barriers to international understanding
and peace. It is non-political and non-commercial in nature, no
funds are being raised, and there is no charge for participation.
The runners and their support vehicles will be passing through
your county during the coming month of June and we need your help
coordinating this event with CalTrans.

As vou will see from the encleosed brochure and other materials,
this event has already been endorsed by many international
organizations, public officials and celebrities. Many notable
Californians such as Senator Alan Cranston, Dennis Connors
(America's Cup Skipper, San Diego Yacht Club), Olympic Champion
Carl Lewis (Santa Monica Track Club) as well as numercus State
Senators and Representitives have offered their support and
participation.

The Peace RKun will be receiving considerable media exposure
including a PBS television special May 14th, and extensive
Network coverage on the "Today Show™ and "Good Morning America."

Because various Road Runner clubs, corporations, schools, and
civic groups have indicated that they want to participate in the
Feace Run aldéng certain portions of the route, the numbers of
runners, support vehicles, and spectators could vary from only a
couple (in remote areas) to fairly large crowds in some of the
more populated regions. If large numbers of people do turn out
along certain portions of the route, the Torch Bearer and Escorts
might very briefly impact on traffic safety and control as they
pass. We do not expect this to happen in most places, but as a
contingency we are working closely with CalTrans, CHP, and of
“course all local jurisdictions to ensure a smooth and safe
prassage of the Peace Run through all localities.

-More-

Headquarte: - Central Region: Woestern Region: Washington Liaison Qftice:

R : TV ; 231 Wew Pluns S o : ;
. .. e -
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Peace Run/ March 27, 1987 Page 2 of 2

We will be using both State Highways and local roads as the Peace
Torch is passed runner to runner up through California. Where we
use local roads, we will be coordinating with the appropriate
local police jurisdictions. However, where we will be using State
Highways, CalTrans needs your written assurance that you have no
objection to their use for this event within your County. This
can be done either of two ways. If possible, CalTrans would like
a Resolution passed approving this special event. If that can not
be done before May 15th, they would like at least a letter from
you or another appropriate official, approving this special
event.

Suggested draft copy for either approach is attached. Kindly send
the letter (or resolution) directly to the CalTrans Permit
Engineer who is coordinating this event:

Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E.
CalTrans Office of Permits

P.0O. Box 27310

San Francisco, CA 94120 R

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. If I can be
of any further assistance, or you need any additional
information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

I can usually be reached at 408-371-6401. My MCI electronic mail
number is: 312-5195. TELEX: 6503125185, If you can’t reach me
right away and need more information, please call the
International Peace Run Headquarters at 1-800-722-8252.

Sincerely,

avid Serlin
Western U.S. Regional Coordinator

CC: Lt. Schock/CHP
R. Cashion/CalTrans

Encl.
DS:ma



The Peace Run: What Is It All About?

here's a new spirt in the Eighties: a spirit of car-
ing. o spirit of grassroots solidarity, ond a spirit
of worldwide coopergtion. It's the spirit of peace.

In the past few years, the phenomenal suc-
cesses of We Are The World. Live Aid. and Hands
Across America have proven beyond a doubt
that we ~ as a nation, s a people. and as a world
— want and need peace and world solidarity. For
this reason we're incredibly excited about the up-
coming Si Chinmoy Oneness-Home Peace Run.

To begin with, just looking ¢t The Peace Run on
the level of history's

nent figures. Nobel Peace Prize winner Desmond
Tutu, Olympic gold medalist Carl Lewis, renowned
concert pianist Andre Watts, pop musicians Clar-
ence Clemons.Jon Anderson, and Grammy
Award winner Narada Michoel Walden — to name
just a few — will help The Run in various capacities,
from carrying the torch to recording PSA's for radio
and TV.

We are also working in cooperation with AFS In-
tercuttural Exchange programs, for 40 years the
leading cultural exchange orgonization world-
wide. Some 50.000 AFS exchange students and as-
sociated families from

longest relay, we have
some staggering statis-
tics. For example. this
monumental event will
cover some 27,000 miles
of ultro-distance running
in 55 countries, a dis-
tance in excess of the
earth’s circumference.
This is roughly equival-
ent 10 47,520.000 paces
ond will take about 4500
hours of total running.

There will be more

around the globe will
carry the torch in their
quest for peace. The
eagerness of these
youngsters to partici-
pate in The Peace Run
gives us hope for esta-
blishing peace in the
generations toc come.

Many of these stu-
dents will share their
views on pecace on @
' nationally televised
speciol entitled, The

thon 20.000 times when
the torch is passed from |
runner to runner, and we

Peace Run spokesperson Clareneemons
with AFS exchange students from Spain and Gemany

Peace Run, qiring May
14 at 2:00 pm ET on P8S.

expect thousonds upon thousands of participants
1o join our core team of runners as they carry the
message of peace to the four corners of the
globe.

But staging history's longest relay isn't the point.
The point is involving the world — one person at a
time — in the process of word peace. That's why
this relay is so important. The Peace Run will offer
millions of people around the word an opportunity
to participate in world peace on an unprecedent-
ed scale.

What makes this big event so unique in an era
of big events is this: The Peace Run asks for no
money from its participants. Participgtion is the
only fee. Participation and willingness; a wilingness
to step outside the confines of political boundaries
and move into a broader consciousness of world
community.

We are indeed fortunate to already have the
participation of a variety of celebrities and promi-

We need you to help. By inspiring people
around the globe to carry the torch and express
their own aspirgtions for peace, your support and
paricipation will make The Peace Run an event
thot touches every heart and fulfills a universal
dreom for peace.

You can make a difference. We hope that you
will join those who have already decided that this
historic event — and their participation in it — can
make o difference for world peace.

For information on how to join The Peace Run,
catl or write: .

The Peace Run Holline
1-800-722-8252
1-718-523-9292 in NY & AK

Peace Run
164-03 85th Ave.
Jamaica, NY 01432

M
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David Serlin, Western Coordinator
Sri Chinmoy Oneness-Home Peace Run
951 West Dana Street

Mountain View, CA 94041

Dear Mr. Serlin:

I am pleased to support the efforts of the Sri Chinmoy Oneness-
Home Peace Run.

The symbolic message of the Peace Run will serve to remind us
that world peace can only be achieved through the continuous and
cooperative efforts of all people . . . and all nations.

Plea accept my best wishes for a successful event.

Dan Corgucdale
Senator, 12th District

DM/pc
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WHAT THEY SAY ABOUT
THE PEACE RUN

“1 am happy to support your Peace Run for justice, peace and reconciliation. The world must know that
God wants us to live amicably as brothers and sisters, members of one family, the human family, God's
family.”

- Archbishop Desmond Tutu
Winner, Nobel Peace Prize

“l am happy to support the Sri Chinmoy Onencss-Home Peace Run. Sri Chinmoy is a New Yorker intent
on the noblest of causcs, world peace. It is my pleasure to endorse his efforts.”

- Daniel Patrick Moynihan
U.S. Senate

“The Peace Run will do much to inspire the hearts and stimulate the minds of those who support,
participate in, witness or hear about the event. 1 will be honored to play a significant role in the Peace
Run as spokesperson and torch carrier. When the relay begins at the Statue of Liberty on April 27 and
along the relay route, 1 will be there to help encourage wide public participation and to inspire the
thousands who will share in this great adventure.”

- Carl Lewis
World Record Holder
Olympic Champion

“I could think of no better way to demonstrate the determination and fortitude it will take to continue
our struggle for world peace than a continuous torch relay uniting some forty nations and all 50 of the
United States. Your plan to involve thousands of Americans will evoke the great Olympic spirit that
brought America together in 1984 in such a marvelous way.”

- Gary L. Ackerman
U.S. House of Representatives

“The Sri Chinmoy Oncness-Home Peace Run is a wonderful idea and a great effort toward symbolizing
the potential of world jwace. | realize the time, effort and dedication it takes from many thousands of
people to make an event like this successful. My highest commendation to all of you. I'm certain I join
millions of Americans in thanking the organizers and participants who will take the Peace Run from a
possibility to a reality.”

- : - Bob Packwood

U.S. Senate
70212-111



' . ’ Transportation Agency

7/2/86 kc

Scotty Bruce

1 cc Transportation Agency,

County of Santa Clari @ soim Catoma B2
California . ii:ﬁi'
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
Prepared by Wolthausen Page_l of _2 ‘ S.D.l_

Reviewed by Cardwell
Submitted by Bruce A

June 2, 1686

DATE:
APPROVED: DIRECTORIN RoADS Sercenal
TRANSIT DiSTRICT BoARD: Agenda Date . Item No.
CouNTY BOARD OF SUPERYISORS: Agenda Date °une 17, 19895 Item No.
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Data Item No.

l"-'ROM:“‘a SCOTTY BRUCE, Deputy Director, Transportation Development

SUBJECT: INVITATION FOR COMSIDERATION OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTIMNG
SERVICES FOR REPLACEMENT/MODIFICATION OF CCUKTY BRIDGES

RECCMMENDED ACTIOHN:

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors approve an

"Invitation for Consideration of professional services for replacement
~and modification of two (2) bridge structures on the County Road System
" and authorize the Transportation Agency to solicit Request for

Proposals (RFP).

" FISCAL IMPLICATIONS:

The total cost of the services to be performed is estimated to be

A $60,000. About 75 percent is reimbursable by the Federasl Emergency

ltanagement Administration (FEMA). The remainder is eligible for
partial reimbursement under Assembly Bill 2536 related to storm damage
costs not ccvered by other Federal subventions. Sufficient funds are

" available in the Road Fund, account 0023/4002/2899 (Storm Damage) in FY 86-7.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The purpose of this recommendation is to provide plans, technical
specifications, cost estimates and related engineering for the
replacement and modification of two (2) bridge structures on the County
Road System which were severely damaged during the winter storms.

PRIYED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
F SANTA CLARACOUNTY

Dor\'m 1 Rauns, Clerk of the Board

« Qilfa. Se (‘m?:

’ epui lerk
& 100 nev vee . An Equel Opportunity Employer Date JUN m Igéscl

ORIGINAL ~ aon 17
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DATE: June 2, 1986

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE:
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE; June 17, 1985

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

BJ . INVITATION FOR CONSIDERATION OF PROFESSICNAL CONSULTING
SUBJECT:  3gERvICES FOR REPLACEMENT/MODIFICATIOM OF COUNTY BRIDGES

BACKGROUMD:

During the February-March 1986 storms two (2) County bridges were
severely damaged:

1. Llagas Creek Bridge 37C-566 at Rucker Avenue
2. Los Gatos Creek Bridge 37C-584 at Vright Station Road

The superstructure and center pier of Llagas Creek Bridge were
removed under an emergency contract to prevent obstruction and
subsequent flooding of the creek. Rucker Avenue is presently closed at
the creek and traffic has been detoured on adjacent roads.

The end span and abutment of the Los Gatos Creek Bridge were also
. severely damaged during the storm and have been temporarlly supported
and load tested by County maintenance forces. The bridge is presently
posted for a 10 ton load limit.

On May 9, 1986 these bridges were inspected by Federal Emergency
Management Administration (FEMA) representatives who determined that
the structures were eligible to receive emergency funds for replacement
and modification.

 CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTIOM:

The plans, specifications and estimates (PSE) would have to be
prepared in house. This would increase the workload of existing staff
resulting in schedule delays on other prcjects.

STEPS FOLLOWIMG APPROVAL:

«Staff will prepare an Invitation for Consideration and Solicit a
request for proposals for consulting services for replacement and
modification of the two (2) County bridges.

( .

SAB:JHW:es

-

ce: RMé

©

S omevase




INVITATION FOR CONSIDERATION OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES FOR
THE REPLACEMENT AND MODIFICATION OF TWO (2) BRIDGE STRUCTURES
ON THE COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM ‘

GENERAL:

The Santa Clara County Transportation Agency desires to engage a
professional consulting firm for the services more specifically described in
the attached project scope.

In general, the Consultant will be expected to provide complete,
professional, high-quality services and products; to consult County
Transportation Agency personnel and others who are involved with the project;
and to provide advice and assistance in accomplishing the work.

CONSULTANT MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS:

1. The Consultant will have a minimum of 5 years experience in the field
of Bridge Engineering.

2. The Consultant shall have sufficient experienced staff possessing
comprehensive knowledge of Bridge Engineering, who will be assigned to manage
tasks and to coordinate their work with the Transportation Agency staff and
other involved Agencies.

3. The Consultant shall possess knowledge of regulations and codes and
shall be familiar with local conditions relating to highway and bridge design
in Santa Clara County.

4, When a project requires multiple disciplines the Consultant is required
to list the individuals who will be assigned to the preoject and total person-
hours; and degree of commitment. (The individuals assigned to the project will
be an important factor considered by the selection committee).

5. The Consultant shall comply with federal, state and local regulations
concerning equal employment opportunity requirements and take affirmative
action to ensure equal employment opportunity as required.

DISADVANTAGED AND WOMEN OWNED BUSINESS:

The Policy on Utilization of Disadvantaged/Women Business Enterprises
(D/WBE, formerly MBE) adopted by the Board of Supervisors on October 16, 1978,
requires that D/MBE be provided the maximum practicable opportunity to compete
for all contracts for consulting, construction services and purchase of
supplies and equipment issued by the County/District. This policy is
applicable to all projects. Federal definitions will apply.

In keeping with this Policy, a minimum of 8% of the dollar value of
the contract is expected to be accomplished by D/WBE. All firms must be
certified by the Santa Clara County Transportation Agency Affirmative Action
section prior to credit being given towards the goal.

ORIGINAL JUN 17 98



Definitions:

1. Qualified D/WBE. A small.business concern which is owned and
controlled by one or more socially disadvantaged persons, as defined by
Y9CFR23, Subpart D; or a small business concern owned and controlled by a
woman, as defined by 49CFR23.

2. Small Business Concern. An enterprise which is independently owned and
operated and which is not dominant in its field of operation and which further
meets the criteria established by the Small Business Administration as set
forth in Section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 USCA 3632) and the
implementing regulations (13 CFR 121).

3. Socially Disadvantaged Individuals. Those who have been subjected to
racial or ethnic prejudice or cultural bias because of their identity as a
member of a group without regard to their individual qualities.

4, Economically Disadvantaged Individuals. Those socially disadvantaged
individuals whose ability to compete in the free enterprise system has been
impaired due to diminished capital and credit opportunities as compared to
cothers in the same business area who are not socially disadvantaged. In
determining the degree of diminished credit and capital opportunities, the
Agency shall consider, among other factors, the assets and net worth of such
socially disadvantaged individuals.

5. Owned and Controlled. A small business concern whose management and

daily business operations are controlled by disadvantaged persons or women and
which is:

a. Sole proprietorship legitimately owned by an individual who is a
disadvantaged person or woman;

b. Partnership or joint venture in which at least 51% of the beneficial
ownership interest legitimately is held by disadvantaged persons or
women; or

c. Corporation or other entity, including a publicly owned business
in which at least 51% of the beneficial ownership interest {(i.e.
stock) legitimately are held and owned by disadvantaged persons
or women,

6. Groups Defined as Socially/Economically Disadvantaged:

a. "Black American," which includes persons having origins in any of
the Black racial groups of Africa;

b. "Hispanic Americans," which includes persons of Mexican, Puerto
Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish culture
or origin, regardless of race;

c. "Native American," which includes persons whose origins are from
India, Pakistan, and Bangladesh.

Any problems encountered in contracting certified disadvantaged or women-owned
firms should be brought to the attention of the Transportation Agency
Affirmative Action Officer, (408) 299-2884.



METHOD OF SELECTION

A. The method of selection will be in accordance with the policy statement
approved by the Board of Supervisors on June 17, 1975, as amended on July 8,
1980. Copies are available at the Office of the Director of the Transportation
Agency.

B. In general, the County's policy requires the County Executive and the
Director of the Transportation Agency to appoint a review board of qualified,
professional people to interview those consulting firms which, in the opinion
of the review board, appear to have the desirable qualifications. Professional
societies are asked to cooperate in furnishing unbiased qualified personnel for
supplementing the review board. Where the fee is in the $10,000 to $50,000
range, qualified staff personnel may be members of the review board.

C. The names of review board members are not revealed prior to the interviews.
The individual or composite rating by board members will not be revealed.

D. Usually, members of the review board review the submittals and meet; as_
necessary, to determine those candidates to be invited for oral interview. 45
minutes will be allowed for the oral interview, questions and answers.

E. Negotiations of the contract, the detailed scope of work and the fee are
not within the purview of the review board.

F. When the review board has completed is work, applicants are advised of the
number one selection of. the review board. After the interviews have been
completed, should an applicant desire, an interview will be arranged with staff
of the Transportation Agency to answer questions concerning the applicant's
presentation tc the review board.

G. Once the number one selection is known, a contract is negotiated for the
extent of services to be rendered and for the method of compensation. If
agreement is not reached, negotiations then are opened with the second choice
of the review board. When agreement 1s reached with the Consultant and
submitted to the Santa Clara County Beard for approval and execution.
Generally, negotiations which do not produce agreement within 15 days after
commencement are terminated unless extended by mutual agreement.

INFORMATION TO BE SUBMITTED

"Offers should be typed; should be as brief as possible, and should not include
any unnecessary promotional material.

For ease of handling, it is requested that standard 8-1/2" X 11" paper be used
with the simplest possible melthod of fastening (except that paper clips shall
not be used), considering the size of the proposal.

Persons or firms wishing to respond to this invitation must supply the minimum
number of copies set forth in the transmittal letter by the date and time
requested. The nature and form of response is at the discretion of those
responding but shall include the minimum information next listed. Additional

information submitted after the formal closing date and time will not be
considered.




PROPOSAL FCRMAT

To facilitate comparisons during evaluation, the following information shall be
listed in the order shown and shall appear at the front of all proposals

submitted:

N =W -

10.

11.
1e.

13.

1,

15.

16.
17.

18.
19.
20.

Date.

Legal name of firm.

Year the firm was established.

Firm address.

Telephone number.

Type of service your firm is particularly qualified to perform.
Generally describe the scope of services provided by your firm
without the use of outside consultants.

Names of principals, their professional qualifications and
registration numbers with number of years as such applicable to
this project.

Names of associates, their professional qualifications and
registration numbers with number of years as such applicable to
this project.

Names of key personnel for both the prime consultant and
subconsultants, their professional qualifications, registration
numbers, experience and training applicable to this project.
Type of organization of firm {(partnership, corporation, etc.),
its current size and how the size has varied the last five years.
Names, addresses, telephone numbers and background qualifications
of subconsultants proposed to be used.

Describe the scope of services usually provided by the
subconsultants.

Representative listing of projects completed in the past five
years for the prime consultant. Indicate specific relationship
if other than principal firm. Indicate construction costs for
each project. Give a brief statement of the adherence to the
schedule, budget and construction estimate for each project.
Representative listing of projects completed in the past five
years by the subconsultants.

A rough estimate, by name of individual, of the amount of time
that will be devoted to the project for all key senior staff of
both prime consultant and all subconsultants.

Listing of any awards or honors given to the individuals in the
firm or to projects done by the firm.

Names of the Principal, and the Resident Project Manager in
charge of the project and the County's contact throughout the
project.

Other information that might aid the review board in ascertaining
your qualifications.

Name, address and phone number of the person to whom
correspondence would be directed.

Listing of any lawsuit, litigation and/or result of the suit
which has followed the completion of any job undertaken by the
firm, and by its subconsultants which is still pending or has
occurred on projects of a similar nature within the past 5 years.

;
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1. General Qualifications - This section should include a brief
summary of the consultant's and subconsultant's overall
organization, areas of practice, stability and quality assurance
program.

2. Project Qualifications - a brief description of the consultant's
qualifications for the project and previous experience on similar
or related engagements. Descriptions of pertinent experiences
should include a summary of work performed, the period over which
the work was completed, and the name and phone number of a client
to be contacted as a reference.

3. Project Understanding - A demonstration of the consultant's
understanding of the proposed project.

4. Technical Approach - A description of the consultant's technical
work plan for the project. This description should include:

A brief narrative of the technical approach to be
followed.

- A detailed work program outlining the proposed work steps
for each of the major project tasks discussed in the Scope
of Work section.

- When a project has multiple disciplines prepare an
estimate of consultant staff person-days for each of the
major tasks and all other proposed tasks.

- A time schedule indicating start and completion dates for
each of the major project tasks. The schedule should
emphasize the steps the consultant intends to take to
complete according to the required schedule.

BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

The exisitng bridges to be replaced and modified are briefly described as
follows:

Llagas Creek Bridge 37C-566

Rucker Avenue

The existing bridge consisted of a two-span reinforced concrete through
girder bridge about 106 feet long by 20 feet wide. The bridge was destroyed
during the February - March 1986 storms. The superstructure and center pier
were removed to prevent obstruction of the creek. Rucker Avenue is presently
closed at the crossing. Attached is a map showing the location of the bridge.
The proposed replacement to bridge is anticipated to include a 3 or 4 span
reinforce concrete structure about 140 feet long by 34 feet wide ‘between
concrete barrier railings. The current estimated construction cost is
$450,000. A portion of the total cost of the project will be reimbursed by
the Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA).
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Los Gatos Creek Bridge 37C-58d

Wright Station Road

The existing bridge consists of a 4 span reinforced concrete girder (2)
structure abnout 128 feet long by 16 feet wide. The end span and abutment were
severly damaged during the February-March 1986 storms. The abutment footing
has been temporarily supported and load tested by County maintenance forces.
Attached is a map showing the location of the bridge. The bridge is presently
posted for a 10 ton load limit. The proposed modification is anticipated to
include replacement of the end span and abutment. The current estimated
construction cost is $200,000.

SCOPE OF SERVICES AND TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS

1. Preparation of a complete set of plans, technical specifications and
quantity/costs estimates.

2. Preparation of a geotechnical report for each bridge.

3. Preparation of a hydraulic report assessing the hydraulic requ1rements
of the Llagas Creek bridge at Rusker Avenue.

4, No additional Right-of-Way acquisition is anticipated. A catagorical
exempt environmetal assesssment has been approved for the project.

5. Structure design will be based on current AASHTO Bridge Design
Specifications. lLoad Factor Design Method and Criteria shall be used.

6. Plans will be prepared according to SCCTA Standard Plan Format and
using Caltrans current Standard Plans.

7. Technical specifications will be prepared based on current
SCCTA/Caltrans Standard Specifications and where applicable, the
Standard Special Provisions. Caltrans Test Method are to be
specified.

8. All reperts, plans, specifications, and estimates are to be submitted
to SCCTA for review. The plan review and approval process shall be as
follows:

The Consultant shall prepare a General Plan for each
location for reviews and approval. The Consultant shall
allow one month for the review. Upon approval of the
General Plans, designh work may commence. When the plans are
90% complete, the Consultant shall submit 4 sets of

plans, a complete set of draft technical specifications and
estimate to SCCTA for review. Two months should be allowed
for this review. Upon approval of the plans, specifications
and estimates, the Consultant shall prepare and submit final
reproducible, checked plans signed by a Civil Engineer
registered in the State of California, specifications, and
estimates. It is anticipated that final PS&E will be
required to be completed and delivered to SCCTA by March 1,
1987.




L
e
.
.

9. The Consultant shall review all contract change orders required during
construction and shop drawings submitied by the Contractor.

10. The amount of material, information and services provided by SCCTA
will be negotiated with the selected Consultant and is anticipated to
include the following:

o] The Structure Section of Project Design will be assigned
project cocordination and management responsibilities.

o Site plans, aerial photography, topagraphy, road
alignment, surveying, as-built plans, SCCTA Standard
drawings vellom including title sheet.

o] Assemble and prepare final contract PS&E bid documents,
advertise the project for construction, administer
construction and obtain all permits.

TENTATIVE PROJECT SCHEDULE

Board of Supervisors Authorizatibn for Proposal June 1986

Interviews August 1986
Start Engineering Services : September 1986
General Plan Submittal October 1986
SCCTA Review/Approval " November 1986
90 Percent PS&E Submittal January 1987
SCCTA Review/Approval February 1987
Final PS&E Submittal March 1987
Advertise for Construction May 1987
Award Contract June 1988
Complete Construction January 1988

JHW:SMC:es:wt
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" Clounty of Santa Clara@) o @ oo Caiomaans )
Californla G

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
;. Prepared by __JHH, EE, RMS Page ] of_ 2 S.D.All
Reviewed by RMS

Submitted by RMS

DATE: January 30, 1986

APPROVED:  DIRECTORZG) LopDS  deweral )
TRANSIT DISTRICT BoArRD: Agenda Date Item No.
CounNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date_ February 11, 1986 Item No.
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.
/Jﬁ/ FROM: R. M. Shields, Transportation Agency
& SUBJECT: REBATE PRESENTATION TO THE COUNTY FROM THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC
) COMPANY FOR PARTICIPATION IN THEIR ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES
PROGRAM .
O .
o]
~
N
Ny RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Accept the rebate check from Mark Randazzo, Energy Management Engineer for
Pacific Gas & Electric company as a result of the County's Participation in
o PG&E's Energy Management Incentives Program.
o . e e o -
‘jj FISCAL IMPLICATION:
o
o The Pacific Gas & Electric Company has an Energy Management Incentives
3. Program that offers a $72 per lamp rebate for each street light converted to a
2 sodium lamp for which the company provides power. The rebate check from PG&E
& to the County amounts to $67,896 and should be deposited in the County Road
s Fund.
b REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:
o .
g The .existing mercury vapor lighting fixtures on County roads are being
2 replaced with sodium vapor lighting fixtures by County forces. All of the
>, required fixtures have been acquired and are being installed in lieu of the
5y normal. routine relamping and preventative maintenance; and as a result,
© Pacific Gas & Electric Company has elected to provide the rebate at this time.
5 - /ACCEPTED BY THE BOARD OF SUP, _Fi\"llSDRS
° OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY ‘

DONALD M. RAINS, %Pbthe Board

Deputy Clem

@,msvw. | An ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁtw | ‘ FEB 1"1 1986
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DATE: January 30, 1986

- COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: .february 11, 1986
TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE:
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT! REBATE PRESENTATION TO THE COUNTY FROM THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC
—_— COMPANY FOR PARTICIPATION IN THEIR ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES
PROGRAM
BACKGROUND:

Staff has considered a conversion program of this nature for several
years. Based on estimated savings of energy costs in converting from mercury
vapor to high pressure sodium, and with the rebates offered through the
Energy Management Incentives Program by PG&E, it was proposed that the County
actively pursue the conversion program. On April 16, 1985, the Board of
Supervisors approved a request to appropriate $260,000 from the Road Fund for
the direct purchase of 1325 high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures for this
purpose.

An application has been filed by the County with PG&E for participation in
the Energy Management Incentives Program. County Transportation Agency staff
forwarded the approved Resolution and invoices for the required high sodium
lamps and fixtures to PG&E. This material completed the documentation required

for processing of the County application for rebate payment under the Energy
Management Incentives Program.

The County Lighting and Signal Systems Center is now in the process of doing
routine relamping and preventative maintenance on all County highwey lighting
facilities. The high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures are being installed in
conjunction with the routine maintenance program and is approximately 30%
complete at this time.

The highway lighting conversion is the culmination of efforts by PG&E
offering the Incentive Program, the Board of Supervisors agreeing to
participate in the program and approving funding, County Purchasing obtaining
the fixtures at an excellent price and delivery period, and the ISSC's efforts
in installing the units at a rate equal to or greater than normal re-lamping.
The conversion will result in on—-going reduced costs to the Road Fund and
reduced - continuing energy delivery demands to PG&E.

STEPS FOLIOWING APPROVAL:

The rebate check should be placed in the County Road Fund by the Controller
to partially offset the original investment in the new lamps and fixturess
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1 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

NO.
ACCOUNT . 77BEALEST SAN FRANCISCO CA 94106 5093961
WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. DAT'E : 11-24
464 CALIFORNIA STREET DECEMBER 19 1985 1210
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94163
' PAY 5
LO  TO THE ORDEROF Sakaxx67,896.00
c
» .}
i [~COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
GEN SVCS AGENCY
o 1555 3ERGER DR
al BLDG 3
SAN JOSE CA 95112
o}
509396 4 173 210002LBY000L 078633
e e B
. SLACHSONREC 19 1985 77 BEALE ST SAN FRANCISCO CA 94106 - 5093961
YEDoRsS INGORORS, DATE OF INV CASH DISC. AMOUNT PAID
493225 1211 L62546 1211 67,896.00

67,696.00 *

r::iﬂ

61-6822

. (12-79)
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RESOLUTION

OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA AND THE
SANTA CLARA COUNTY TRANSIT DISTRICT
BOARDS OF SUPERVISORS ASSURING THEIR
COMMITMENT TO THE COMPLETION OF THE
GUADALUPE CORRIDOR LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT
PROJECT AS PLANNED WITHOUT DEGRADATION
DUE TO ADJACENT HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS

Whereas;

The Guadalupe Corridor Project is underway with an established configura-
tion approved by the Urban Mass Transportation Administration (“UMTA"), the
Santa Clara County Transit District, the City of San Jose, the City
of Santa Clara ard the State of California ("CalTrans") which configuration
has milestones scheduled for campletion of construction and initiation of

operations; and,
Whereas;

Santa Clara County voters at the election held on November 6, 1984 have
established the Santa Clara County TrafficlAuthority which is-charged with the
authority to design and implement the construction of certain designated
highway facilities within this County which, in part, will be contiquous to and

cross over the Guadalupe Corridor light rail facilities; and,

ﬁ’!"\naa
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Whereas;

The Santa Clara County Transit District desires to maintain the Guadalupe
Corridor Light Rail Transit Facility configuration and schedule of operation;

and,
Whereas;

The deveiopnent of the Guadalupe Corridor Light Rail Transit System is in
part financed through grants of the Urban Mass Transportation Administration,
which has expressed concern that the implementation of certain Santa Clara
County Traffic Authority highway facilities could detrimentally impact the
schedule for development and the character of operation of the Guadalupe

Corridor Light Rail Transit System; : !
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

The County of Santa Clara and the Santa Clara County Transit District
Boards of Supervisors assure that the Guadalupe Corridor light rail transit
facilities and operations will be implemented without degradation of
configuration or of performance; that the Santa Clara County Traffic Authority
(a separate and indeperdent legal entity) will be é:;gggggtto develop designs,

procedures, and facilities under its control which, when implemented, will

achieve the intent of this resolution; and,



[

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

The Santa‘'Clara County Transit District Board of Supervisors will provide
the direction, monitoring, and appropriations necessary to insure the main-
tenance of the approved Guadalupe Corridor Light Rail facility configuration

and established implementation schedules.

Passed and adopted by the Boards of Supervisors of the County of Santa
Clara, State of California ard the Santa Clara County Transit District as of

MAR 4 1 1986 by the following vote:

Ayes: Supervisors RN | O — N . o
Naes: Supervisors NONE | LEGAN LOFGREN, MOKENNA, WILSON

Absent: Supervisor 'od Dirdon

‘ ) P 6'7.\1"’ -

Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors

SANTA CLARA COUNTY TRANSIT DISTRICT

BY h .~ .
Chairperson, Tr‘aém;'t g.r Y€€ Board of

Supervisors

Approved as to Fomm and Legality:

Deputy County Counsel



Transportation Agency

County of Santa C'ar‘ Yoo . San Jose, gaslsﬂc?:uﬁgergﬁg

‘California @'
' TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
Prepared by Bachman’i@ Page | of 4 | S.D.
Reviewed by Montini
Submitted by Reading DATE: March 4, 1986
%, APPROVED: DIRECTOR %

\ TRANSIT D1STRICT BOARD: Agenda Date 1l March 1986 Item No.
CounTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date Item No.
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.

DAt t B i oo negdo
FROM: James E. Reading, Director, SCCTA it A /i' 75:"‘)" 2/’//})/(’

EEEQEEI: GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

APPLICATION

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1. It is recommended that the SCCTD Board of Supervisors approve the
attached application letter for an amendment to the Guadalupe
Corrideoer LRT Project Full Funding Grant Agreement between UMTA and
SCCTD which requests inclusion in the scope of the Full Funding
Grant Agreement (FFGA) elements of the SP Undercrossing, three
south line grade separations, and the realignment to the
Auzerais/Prevest area of the LRT trackage and authorize the
Assistant Executive Officer to provide additional information as
necessary.

2. It is recommended that the County Board of Superviscrs and SCCTD
Board of Supervisors approve the attached resolution that all
Board of Supervisors actions, directions, and commitments
necessary to assure that any future implementation of Measure A
facilities will not degrade the Guadalupe Corridor LRT facilities,
performance or schedule.

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS:

The undercrossing projects are estimated at $12.25 million.
Approval of this amendment by UMTA will allow consideration of the
costs of this portion of the project to be eligible for UMTA funding.
UMTA funding would be available only to the degree that cost savings
are available from the other light rail facilities construction
projects. There is no reason to believe that there will be addi-
tional funding available above already set grant amounts. The balance
of the project will be a local responsibility.

@ 1908 REV 5784
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DATE: March 4, 1986

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 11 March 1986
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE:
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT : GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT APPLICATION

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

Costs for the elements now included in the FFGA scope are pro-
jected to be less in aggregate than the present FFGA budget line items
for construction. Present scope does not include the SP Undercrossing,

the three south line grade separations or the Auzerais/Prevost realign-
ment.

Discussions with UMTA Region IX revealed the requirement that
the amendment application must include assurance by the applicable
policy boards that no degradation of the Guadalupe Corridor facilities,
performance, or schedule would result from possible future implementa-
tion of Measure A designs.

BACKGROUND:

On June 22, 1984, the SCCTD and UMTA entered into a Full Funding
Grant Agreement for the construction of the Guadalupe Corridor LRT and
Transit Mall Projects. The improvements described in the FFGA scope at
that time reflected the nature of the undertaking envisioned at the con-
clusion of the Preliminary Engineering stage for project development.
During the ensuing twenty months, the planning and design of the Under-
taking has matured to the extent that it is now appropriate to amend
the scope description of the LRT element to include features to be con-
structed which were not originally encompassed, and which would not be
currently eligible for UMTA reimbursement.

Specifically, the amendment application requests that the UMTA
Project portion of the LRT scope be expanded to include:

A. The grade separated crossing of the LRT line at the Bassett
Street Southern Pacific Railroad intersection;

B. The LRT participation in the three additional expressway
grade separations at Capitol Expressway, Chynoweth Avenue,
and Blossom Hill Road; and

c. The change in LRT alignment to serve the San Jose High Tech-
nology Museum at Prevost Street.

& 1910 REV S84
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DATE: March 4, 1986

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 11 March 1986

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE:

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT:  GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT APPLICATION

BACKGROUND: (cont.)

It is intended that the above listed features are to be con-
structed within the approved Undertaking Budget. No increase in
Federal obligation beyond that defined in the existing Full Funding
Grant Agreement is requested. Further, the District would be obligated
to complete the improvements defined in the scope, as amended, and
agree that claim will not be made under FFGA Section 8. Extraordinary
costs for additional UMTA assistance except to the extent that legiti-
mate extraordinary costs exceed the costs of the above additions to the
FFGA scope.

The additional incremental costs of these scope changes is esti-
mated as follows:

Item Incremental Cost
A. SPRR grade separation $ 7,000,000
B. Three south line grade separations 5,253,000
C. Prevost realignment -0-
Total - $12,253,000

These estimates and the cost sharing arrangement with CalTrans for
the expressway elements are under review. More authorative estimates
will be available prior to the March 11 agenda date.

The SPRR grade separation and three south line grade separations
are scope changes already endorsed by the Joint Powers Board and
Transit District Board of Supervisors. Thus, the District will incur
the incremental additional cost whether or not the FFGA is amended.

The Prevost realignment will not involve any additional cost to
the project, and will likely result in a cost reduction.

C
& 1910 REV S84
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DATE:__ March 4, 1986

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 11 March 1986
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE:
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

fﬂﬂ@iﬁgl} GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT APPLICATION
BACKGROUND: (cont.)

The LRT project schedule indicates contract award for the segment
containing the SPRR grade separation, as a critical path item in early
May 1986. In order for the incremental expense for the grade separa-
tion to be eligible for UMTA reimbursement, the FFGA amendment must be
approved prior to the award. UMTA staff has indicated that the amend-

ment request must be processed as soon as possible in order to meet
that date.

UMTA requirements for consideration of the FFGA Amendment applica-
tion include a policy statement by the responsible board assuring no
degradation of the LRT facilities, performance, or schedule would
occur, and detailed data on the impacts on cost, schedule, environment

and performance resulting from any changes to the FFGA project descrip-
tion.

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Opportunity to include elements in the FFGA scope which are now
considered total local cost responsibilities would be lost.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

Amendment Application will be submitted to UMTA with all appropri-
ate and requested data.

Santa Clara County Traffic Authority Board and Joint Powers Board
will be requested to take similar appropriate action.

cc: G. Smith L. Montini
K. Dewell S. Bruce
R. Graham R. Thayer
C. Yee D. Bachman

(<
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. . MEMBERS OF THE BOARD

SUSANNE WILSON
ZOE LOFGREN
THOMAS L. LEGAN
ROD DIRIDON
ODIANNE McKENNA

P

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

SANTA CLARA COUNTY
TRANSIT DISTRICT

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER / EAST WING DONALD M. RAINS

70 WEST HEDDING ST./ SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 9510/ (408) 299 -2323 CLERK/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TELEPHONE (408) 299 -4321

February 26, 1986

Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin
UMTA Region IX )
21% Main Street, Room 1160
San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject: GUADALUPE CORRIDOR PROJECT - FULL FUNDING GRANT
AGREEMENT AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

Dear Ma. Hynes-Cherin:

The Full Funding Grant Agreement for the Santa Clara County
Transit Agency Guadalupe Corridor Project and City of San Jose
Transit Mall Project is requested to be amended by minor scope
changes. Transit District Board ratification of this proposal
occured March 11, 1986.

It is requested that the UMTA Project portion of the Full Funding
Grant Agreement Scope be revised to include:

A. A grade separation structure at the Bassett Street
light rail transit c¢rossing with Southern Pacific Rail-
road;

B. The light rail transit project share of the costs of
grade separating the Guadalupe Corridor Expressway/LRT
improvements at the Capitol Expressway, Chynoweth
Avenue, and Blossom Hill Road intersections; and

C. A change in LRT alignment to serve the San Jose High
Technology Museum and Children's Discovery Center in
the redevelopment area at Prevost Street.

It is the Transit District's intention that these improvements be
allowed under the FFGA within the approved grant budget. ¥No
increase in the amount of Federal financial obligation beyond
that defined in the agreement in requested. Further, the
District recognizes its obligation to complete the Undertaking,
as amended. The SCCTD agrees that claim will not be made for

QRICINAL e 1 b

s wided



Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin
Page 2
February 25, 1986

additional UMTA assistance under Section 8 Extraordinary Costs
except to the extent that legitimate extraordinary costs exceed
the combined value of the above additions.

The grade separation improvements will provide significant
operating and safety enhancements to the light rail system, and
as a result increase the transit bemefits to the residents of
Santa Clara County. The Prevost realignment will allow the light
rail system to service a major new attraction in San Jose,

which is anticipated to increase ridership and is consistent with
the spirit of the Undertaking.

These additional features will help to guarantee the success of
our mutual efforts and clearly should be incorporated within the
official project scope.

The Santa Clara County Transit Board of Supervisors assures that
no degradation of the Guadalupe Corridor project configuration or
operation will be permitted to accrue from other transportation
projects in Santa Clara County wich are implemented simultaneous
with or subsequent to the Guadalupe Corridor project.

The Assistant Executive Officer of the Transit District is
authorized to provide any additional information you may require
to assist in your review of this request.

Very truly yours,

Rod Diridon, Chairperson
County Transit District
Board of Supervisors

RD:DPB:cs
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1 cc Pacific Gas and Electric, 2 ccs Transportation-Road Operations

<

A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE CONVERSION OF COUNTY HIGHWAY SAFETY LIGHTING FROM
MERCURY VAPOR LAMPS TO HIGH PRESSURE SODIUM LAMPS, AND THE PARTICIPATION OF THE

COUNTY IN THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES
PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the California Utilities Commission had authorized funding for an
Energy Management Incentive Program, and

WHEREAS, Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) has allocated budgeted funds
for Energy Management Incentives including the upgrading of customer-owned
street and highway lighting, and

WHEREAS, conversion of safety lighting owned by the County of Santa Clara

to more efficient lighting qualifies for the incentive program and will result
in lower energy costs.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the County of Santa Clara
directs its Road Commissioner to develop a project description, purchase

necessary material, arrange for construction forces and apply for the PG&E
Incentive Rebates.

PASSED AND ADCPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara,

State of California, on OCT § 1985 by the following roll
call vote: .

AYES:  Supervisors BHWBON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON

NOES: Supervisors nong®
ABSENT: Supervisors Eﬂﬂggﬂﬁ

Khaiyperson of the
iér Supervisors
Chairperson, pro tempore

ATTEST: DONALD M. RAINS,
' Board Supervigo

:Ll-d_ 0L~n___7

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGA%ITY:

MLJZ;Z e TN

Herbert L. Keaton, Deputy County Counsel

£ OO Mleactaiid <L)



T . . Oftice of the Board of Supervisors

County Government Center, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

County of Santa Clara (408) 299-4321
: : s Wilson, District 1
California October 16, 1985 usgggeLof'gsrgg, oiitﬁi& 2

Thomas L. Legan, District 3
Rod Diridon, District 4
Dianne McKenna, District 5

Pacific Gas and Electric
77 Beale Street
San Fraicisco, CA. 94106

Attention: Joseph J. Speer

Subject: Resolution regarding the conversion of County highway saf=®y

lighting from mercury vapor fili lamps to high pressure sodium
lamps

Enclosed you will find one fully executed copy/copies
of the subject agreementycontrartyleasexbetween the
County of Santa Clara and the party named above. The
Board of Supervisors at its regularly scheduled meeting on

October 8, 1985 , approved this agreementycontracty
leasexon behalf of the County.

The enclosed is for your records.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
DONALD M. RAINS,—CLER

N -
i e
Shaonc @ige
Deputy Clerk
DMR:sla

Enclosures

@ 8608 REV 12/84 An Equal Opportunity Employer



77@ Trensportation Agency
.- County of Santa Clag ¢ S somn, SO S
-~ " California e'
- TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM
Y
Prepared by - Pagel of 2 §.p. All
Reviewed by RBP
Submitted by  RMS DATE: September 13, 1985
APPROVED: DIRECTOR,['M
TRANSIT DisTRicT BOARD: Agenda Date Item No.
CounTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date October 1, 1985 Item No.
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.
R. M. Shields, Transportation Agency
FROM:
\\
A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE CONVERSION OF COUNTY HIGHWAY SAFETY
SUBJECT: LIGHTING FROM MERCURY VAPOR LAMPS TO HIGH SODIUM IAMPS, AND THE

PARTICIPATION OF THE COUNTY IN THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES PROGRAM

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the Resolution regarding the conversion of County highway safety
lighting from mercury vapor lamps to high pressure sodium lamps, and the

participation of the County in the Pacific Gas & Electric Company Energy
Management Incentives Program.

FISCAL IMPLICATION:

Funds have already been appropriated, in the amount of $260,000 from the
Road Fund Balance, for the direct purchase of 1325 high pressure sodium lamps
and fixtures. Through the Energy Management Incentives Program, there will be
-a rebate from PG&E of $72 per lamp for each of the units for which the company
provides power..  The reduction in electrical energy costs by converting to high
pressure sodium will be approximately $4 per lamp per month. The $260,000

initial expenditure will be recovered in approximately 3 1/2 years with the
reduced expenditure continuing.

County staff will perform the work necessary for replacing the lamps and

fixtures, as part of the routine relamping and preventive maintenance
schedules.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The County has submitted its application to PG&E for the above-mentioned
rebate. PG&E has requested the attached Resolution as a condition for
completing the processing of the application for payment.

®1mnsvs/u An Egugl Opportuni Erhployef M
ORTGINAL ot v

v —
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Page_2of 2

DATE: September 13, 1985

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE:
TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE:
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:

SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE CONVERSION OF COUNTY HIGHWAY SAFETY
_ LIGHTING FROM MERCURY VAPOR LAMPS TO HIGH SODIUM LAMPS, AND THE
PARTICIPATION OF THE COUNTY IN THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES PROGRAM

BACKGROUND:

Staff has considered a conversion program of this nature for several years.
Based on estimated savings of energy costs in converting from mercury vapor to
high pressure sodium, and with the rebates offered through the Energy
Management Incentives Program by PG&E, it was proposed that the County actively
pursue the conversion program. On April 16, 1985, the Board of Supervisors
approved a request to appropriate $260,000 from the Road Fund for the direct
purchase of 1325 high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures for this purpose.

An application has been filed by the County w1th PG&E for participation in
the Energy Management’ Incentives- Program

el

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: °

The County will be ineligible to receive the rebate payment, $72 per lamp,
which is available through PG&E under the Energy Management Incentives Program.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

County Transportation Agency staff will forward the approved resolution and
invoices for the required high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures to PG&E.
This material will complete the documentation required for processing of the

County application for rebate payment under the Energy Management Incentives
Program.

RMS:db
cc: SAB
EE/RBP

EECYRLIT
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Office of the Board of Supervisors

). County Government Center, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street

3 San Jose, California 95110

(408) 299-4321

County of Santa Ciar

9/3/85

1l cc Sheriff

’

Inc.

New Almaden Community Club,

1 orig.

H H Susanne Wilson, District 1
callforf“a 2oe Lofgren, District 2
Thomas L. Legan, District 3

Rod Diridon, District 4

Dianne McKenna, District 5
2 OADS %ziniyuaxz_/)

PERMIT

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara
herewith approves the application of the New Almaden Community
Club, Inc. for the holding of a parade to be held September 7,
1985, beginning at Almaden Road at Bertram Road and proceeding

along Almaden and Los Alamitos Roads on a circuitous route to

PPROVED BY THE BOARD SUPERVISORS
A T 27, 1985
1]
ald . O

Donald M.' Rains, Clerk \
Board of Supervisors

the point of beginning.

@ An Equal Opportunity Employer

A o N . o , J-27-85"
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BOARD OF SUPE@VISORS ®
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

ROOM 524 / COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
70 WEST HEDDING ST./ SAN JOSE. CALIFORNIA 95110/ 299-2323

September 3, 1985

* Hew Almaden Community Club, Inc. i
N 21727 Bertran Road ’
P, 0. Box 4
Hew Almaden, CA. 935042

YOUR COMMUNICATION REGARDING REQUEST FOR A PARADE FERMIT DURING HEW ALMADEN
DAYS, SCHBEDULED FPOR SEPTEMBER 7, 1935

WAS PLACED ON THE BOARD’'S AGENDA FOR Auguat 27, 1985

YOUR COMMUNICATION WAS ~
() DEFERRED TO THE BOARD MEETING OF

[0 REFERRED TO ~,
) FOR STUDY AND REC OMMENDATION.
(] FOR REPORT AND FURTHER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD ON

O OTHER

REMARKS:

-

T WAS THE DECISION OF THE BOARD ON  8/27/8S . THAT THE request for parade permit BE:

(] FILED FOR PUBLIC RECORD s GrRANTED (O DENED (O aDOPTED (] OTHER
[J REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION TO:

REMARKS:

Donald M. Rains

CLERK/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

GC- 59\2/\4 % o . .
. . . L . . BY Do < L el

DEPUTY

FILE COPY

FORM 7736 REV7/71
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TO ' FROM -
Clerk of the Board Supervisor Susanne Wilson
SUBJECT DATE
Parade Permit for New Almaden Days Parade - 8/15/85

Please agendize for the August 27, 1985 Board of Superviso¥s meeting
the following:

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board of Supervisors approve the application of the
New Almaden Community Club for the holding ef a parade on
September 7, 1985 beginning at Almaden Road at Bertram Road and
proceeding along Almaden and Los Alamitos Roads on a circuitous
route.

BACKGROUND

A request has been presented to the Board of Supervisors from the

New Almaden Community Club as regards the annual parade held on
Almaden Road for approximately one hour. The date for the event this
year is September 9, 1985. The Transportation Department and the
Sheriff's Department need approval from the Board of Supervisors
prior to their approval of the event.

PPROVED BY THE BOARD O

JF SANTA CLARA_ CQO
-:owgo f’ﬁﬁ?f”“s' Q
3y. A

Deputy Clark o

@ roes mev e GREGEN Al. o



NEWALMADEN COMMUNITY CLU INC.

21727 BERTRAM ROAD ¢ P.O. BOX 4
NEW ALMADEN, CALIFORNIA 95042

Juj /9 19#5”

EJMJ a-F ‘96'0/50’:
7o w. :‘/e/c/ln'y
Sa- Q—o.re' Codlif. G5//¢

%ﬂﬁ‘,l/p Seusanne m/rbtl

 Once ojeul«. o Nour Amaden. Co monantty Clb s S‘/”’””’.’i.
/Ve«r/f/mac/e,u Day.r | v ‘54’«2‘ 7, 19¢S. We aw /ufap;f/ﬁt‘—y
a—opm.hfumﬁd‘ and apod Chrecine zfvu/‘dﬁf A

W eell M—u //matﬁ«., Brvd coied _aies % ,4,«7-444»«‘_,,

Ko Alapibow R begine B [SeTicoe RA. 747%.4
wrilt Lt ot 1300pm- and Ladt Oppisy sl s R

7(_0&4{ W 203/ Apmaden SO, A/@‘; &Jf G720
//ca%ﬁb%(k 20247 LBortram A{ < 5 Trae
%i‘,% 2/ 815 Al adlee; Kof S.A - 95,2
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RESOLUTION # _
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-

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF UVAS ROAD,
OAK GLEN AVENUE, SYCAMORE AVENUE AND WATSONVILLE ROAD
FOR THE 1984 FIREMEN'S OLYMPICS

WHEREAS, the City of Santa Clara Firefighters are hosting the 1984
Firemen's Olympics, and

VHEREAS, their selected location for the Firemen's Olympics is on those
roadways around the Uvas Reservoir, and

WHEREAS, it has been determined to be in the best interest of public safety
to provide temporary road closures for certain of these Olympic events,

THEREFORE, be it resolved pursuant to the California Vehicle Code, Section
21101(e) that the following roads shall be closed as follows:

August 28, 1984, Uvas Road 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. from
the Dam to a point 3 miles northerly thereof,

August 29, 1984, Uvas Road 9:00 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. from
the Dam to a point 5 miles northerly therof,

August 30, 1984 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. Uvas Road
between Watsonville Road and Gak Glen Avenue,

Oak Glen Avenue from Uvas Road to Sycamore Lane,
Sycanore Lane from Oak Glen Avenue to Watsonville Road,
Watsonville Road from Sycamore Lane to Uvas Road.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board S)f Superv;Lsors of the County c¢f Santa

Clara, State of California, on ot by the following
vote: . -

AVES:  Supervisors DIRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MORGAN, WILSON

NOES: Supervisors NONE

ABSENT: Supervisors

NONE

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

%Mﬁ%m\

‘HERBERT L. KEATON

Deputy County Ccuns»el i 0R|G‘N AL »_ ‘ JUL 3 1 1084

County Counsel-Herbert L. Keaton, Captain John E. Law, Captain Jim Solden, County Communicatigas,

Transportation Agency, Roads Operations (2 copies)

CcC:




2 STATI! ‘OF CALIFORNIA—-BUSINESS, TRAN’TAT!ON AND HOUSING AGENCY ‘ GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

'DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL ll

P OBox 337, Gilroy, CA 95021
*408)842~4545

May 21, 1984

Captain Jim Solden

Santa Clara Fire Dept. Sta 1
777 Benton Street

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Dear Captain Solden:

In response to your letter dated May 7, 1984, and as dis-
cussed on the telephone with you, it does not appear in
the best interest of traffic safety to continue to allow
foot or bicycle races to be conducted contemporaneously
with normal traffic flow on roadways contiguous to the
Uvas and Chesbro reservoirs. .

The increase in traffic volumes on Uvas and Oak Glen Roads
coupled with the problems and complaints we received follow-
ing your 1982 event have prompted us to encourage race
sponsors to seek out suitable closed courses for their
events or consider less congested locations such as Gilroy
Hot Springs Road in the vicinity of Coyote Reservoir.

However, if other suitable loctions cannot be located then

we suggest you consider requesting temporary closure of the
roadways you desire to use for your events from the Santa
Clara County Board of Supervisors as provided by Vehicle

Code Section 21101 (e). We would support a road closure of
this nature, provided it was of reasonable 1length of time and
adequate fixed controls were utilized.

I trust this information will be of value to you. If you have’
any further questions, please do not hesitate contacting us.

Very truly yoxxjﬁw

HN E. LAW, Captain
ommander
Hollister-Gilroy Area




. f
.. ‘

City OF SANTA CLARA FIREFIGHTERS

LocaL 1171
International Association of Firefighters (AFL-CIO, CLC)

1840 BENTON STREET
SANTA CLARA, CALIFORNIA 95050
+
(408) 985-1171 June 4, 1984
T 40

Mr. Rollo Parsons
Transportation Agency

Santa Clara County

Dear Mr., Parsons,

I met with Captain John Law of the California Hiway Patrol on May 21, 1984
and went over each one of the racing events that we would like to have during
the Firemans Summer Olympics at the end of August. For the Triathelon on
August 28th at 9 am which involves a swim, bike, and run, Capt. Law said that
the road wouldn't have to be closed for the biecyeling portion but that he would
like to see a 3 mile stretch of Uvas Road near the dam closed during the rumning
portion of the race. The road would be closed for about one hour during the
run portiom only.

The 10 mile individual time trial on August 29th at 9 am would entail
ctosing a 5 mile section of Uvas Hd. near the Uvas dam for about an hour and
a half. The 17 mile team time trial held at 3 pm on the 29th would not
call for any road closures according the Capt. Law because the riders would
be riding individually with traffic and wollld not have a turnaround point
which was the reason for closing Uvas Rd. in the other two events.

The road race at 9 am on the 30th of August which will take about two
hours tc¢ run will entail closing the roads intoc the course for that time
period. According to Capt. Law, local residents would be allowed to
continue to their homes or destinations after being cautioned about the
riders on the roads. All roads into the course would be barricaded and
someone would be at each barricade,

To summerize the closures:

August 28th, close a 3 mile section of Uvas Rd. near the dam for one
hour for the running portion of the tifiathelon.

August 20th, close a 5 mile section of Uvas Rd. near the dam for an
hour and a half for the 10 mile time trial., )

August 30th, close the roads around Uvas and Chesbro Reservéirs for
about two hours for the road racee.

In all the races firefighters from the City of Santa Clara would be
at the barricades to inform people why the roads were closed, how long they
could expect them to be closed, and offer an alternative route.
As before I have included maps of the area with the closures marked. Please
let me know what other information you may need so that we can continue with
our plans,

We plan to work closely with yourself and Capt. Law tc make sure the

events are run smoothly, safely, and on time so..that the roads are opened
as soon as possible after the events,

Capty

Solden
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Transportation A’gg‘ ney

. lon fgfn
County of Santa Clara W San Joss, Calfornia 98112
= ‘l’ 7 'l" P
California
F;ﬁrwv'ﬁ’-f R. Bf_?arsons .
. . .iw.. R. M. Shields TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM S.D.
<n1;wj&um4;; R. M. Shields . 1 of 2 '
LIy .,j Page_ 2 DATE: sly . lo8d
CoUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date_ July 31, 1984 Item No.
TransIT DisTrRICT BOARD: Agenda Date . Ttem No.
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No.
: /ﬁ
‘/#ﬂfFROM: R. M. Shields, Director of Roads Operations
SUBJECT ! RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF UVAS ROAD,

@ 1908

OAK GLEN AVENUE, SYCAMORE AVENUE AND WATSONVILLE ROAD
FOR THE 1984 FIREMEN'S OLYMPICS

RECCMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the attached Resolution which authorizes the temporary closure
of certain South County roads around Uvas Reservoir for the 1984 Firemen's
Olympics.

FISCAL IMPLICATION:

There is no cost to the County.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:

The City of Santa Clara Firefighters are hosting the 1984 Firemen's
Olympics and have requested permission to close certain roads around Uvas
Reservoir to safely accommodate this event. The California Highway Patrol
has requested that the roads be closed to thru traffic to ensure safety of
the participants and the general motoring public.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Santa Clara hosted the Firemen's Olympics last year and
used the same course for their various events. Two minor accidents were
reported by the CHP that were a result of conflicts between the
participants on bicycles and the general motoring public. The CHP
notified the Olympics Committee by letter (attached) that another course
should be selected or the roads should be closed during the times of the
races in order to ensure roadway safety.

N\

L
APPROVED: DIRECTOR
COUNTY §§ CUTIVE

CRERAL s



Page 2 of 2
DATE:  July 12, 1984
COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: July 31, 1984
TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE:
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE:
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF UVAS ROAD,

OAK GLEN AVENUE, SYCAMORE AVENUE AND WATSONVILLE ROAD
FOR THE 1984 FIREMEN'S OLYMPICS

BACKGROUND (Cont'd):

The City of Santa Clara Firefighters have reviewed possible alternate
routes and have found none that are acceptable. They have therefore
requested the temporary closure of roadways around Uvas Reservoir.
Roadways will be barricaded and monitors will be stationed at each
barricade to direct motorists. Residents and emergency vehicles will be
allowed access. Residents will be given advance notice of the event and
the times of the roadway closures.

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The City of Santa Clara Firefighters will not use the route shown.
They will be the designated host of the Firemen's Olympics with no
acceptable location on which to hold the event.

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL:

The temporary road closures will take place in accordance with agreed
upon conditions.

RPB:db

cc: Capt. John E. Law, CHP
Capt. Jim Solden, City of Santa Clara Firefighters
Herb Keaton, Deputy County Counsel
JHG
RBP




’ MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
. SUSANNE WILSON

' ZOE LOFGREN

THOMAS L. LEGAN

ROD DIRIDON
REBECCA Q. MORGAN

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, EAST WING DONALD M. RAINS

- CLERK/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
70 WEST HEDDING ST. / SAN JOSE,CALIFORNIA ©5!10 / 299-2323 . O N 205 an2:

August 6, 1984

Captain Jim Solden

Santa Clara Fire Department
Station #1

777 Benton Street

Santa Clara, CA 95050

Subject: Resolution approving temporary closure of Uvas Road,
Oak Glen Avenue, Sycamore Avenue and Watsonville Road
for the 1984 Firemen's Olympics

Dear Captain Solden:

Enclosed please find a copy of the above Resolution which was
approved by the Board of Supervisors at its regularly scheduled
meeting on July 31, 1984.

The enclosed copy is for your records.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Donald M. Rains, Clerk

7 -
e Mo O

Deputy Clerk

./@/:__//

[

DMR:rr
Enclosure



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

- COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER, EAST WING

70 WEST HEDDING ST./ SAN JOSE,CALIFORNIA 95110 / 299-2323

August 6, 1984

Captain John E. Law, Commander
California Highway Patrol

P.0. Box 337

Gilroy, CA 95020

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
SUSANNE WILSON
ZOE LOFGREN
THOMAS L.LEGAN
ROD DIRIDON
REBECCA Q. MORGAN

DONALD M. RAINS
CLERK/BOARD CF SUPERVISORS
TELEPHONE 209-4321

Subject: Resolution approving temporary closure of Uvas Road,
Oak Glen Avenue, Sycamore Avenue and WatsonvilleRoad

for the 1984 Firemen's Olympics

Dear Captain Law:

Enclosed please find a copy of the above Resolution which was
approved by the Board of Supervisors at its regularly scheduled

meeting on July 31, 1984.
The enclosed copy is for your records.

Very truly yours,

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Donald M. Rains, Clerk

7o le 0 SAohtec

Rachel Robles ™
Deputy Clerk

DMR:rr
Enclosure



* . Office of the Board of Supervisors
.:ounty Government Center, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110

County of Santa Clara o S0%%. [408)  209-4321
. S Wil , District 1
California usazrc‘;geLof'gs?g:. District 2

Thomas L. Legan, District 3
Rod Diridon, District 4
Rebecca Q. Morgan, District 5

£ oADS )de/r\._a/t,a./b

PERMIT

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara
g:i:with approves the application of the New Almaden Community
Club for the holding of a parade to be held on September 8, 1984,
beginning at Almaden Road at Bertram Road and proceeding along

Almaden and Los Alamitos Roads on a éircuitous route to the

point of beginning.

oY Supervisors

Donald M. Rains, |}
Clerk, Board of Supervisors

@ An Equal Opportunity Employer

,,,,, S o ) o G-14- 54



County of

. Office of the Board of Supervisors
ounty Government Center, East Wing
70 West Hedding Street

San Jose, California 95110
Santa Clara . (a08) " 299.4321

California

Susanne Wilson, District 1
Zoe Lofgren, District 2
Thomas L. Legan, District 3
Rod Diridon, District 4
Rebecca Q. Morgan, District 5

August 21, 1984

New Almaden Community Club
21311 Almaden Road
San Jose, CA. 95120

Attn:

Kitty Monahan

Subject: New Almaden Day Parade

Dear

Ms. Monahan:

At the meeting of August 14, 1984, the Board of Supervisors

approved the New Almaden Community Club's request for a Parade
Permit and road closure on September 8, 1984.

Enclosed please find a copy of said Permit for your

information and handling. This office will notify the proper
parties of the Board's actions.

Sincerely yours,

Sheri Atencio
Deputy Clerk

sla
Attachments
cc: Sheriff's Office

Highway Patrol

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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TO FROM 7
Clerk of the Board Supervisor Sushnpe Wilson /a//—

SUBJECT - “DATE
Parade Permit and Road Closure - New Almaden Days 8~10-84

The attached requést should be a pink 'tdg item under Chairperson's report, for
adoption by the Board on 8-14-84,

Thank you.

Reorper Cooe Na. 9623077
&) 26-A REV 2/75
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BOARG OF SUPEAVISORS
B4 AUG 10 RI2: 22

COUNTY OF

SAMTA CIARA
August 2, 1984 ‘
Santa Clara Board of Supervisors
70 W. Hedding : )
San Jose, California 95110
Members of the Board of Superviéors:
Once again the New Almaden Community Club, Inc. is sponsoring New
Almaden Days on September 8, 1984. We are requesting a Parade Permit and
road closure for that date.
We would like to close Almaden Road from Bertram Road to Los Alamitos Road,
a distance of 0.8 of a mile, for one hour. The Parade would start at 12 noon

and end at 1:00 p.m.

We are requesting assistance from the Sheriff's Department and the County
Transportation Department on this day.

Sincerely,

Kitty Monahan

"New Almaden Community Club

21311 Almaden Road
San Jose, California 95120
268-6541

We the undersigned certify to the good moral character of Kitty Monahan

20
Z{agc}n G X8esg. 19307 Almadsn, EA CS.Q‘ Al
< L2 limadea) B T~ Co %’/ozog N

20502 G0 pmocle K (Q‘ fa{ &ZJ

Oz[_%_

ORIGINAL
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Fntid | TO FROM R. M. Shields
o Each Board Marber Director of Roads Operations
P |SsUBJECT DATE
AGENDA ITEM NO. 8 (XG) - 6/14/83 July 22, 1983

Rrorrer Coo
26 A RE WY

REPCRT ON THE STATUS OF COUNTYWIDE ROAD REPAIRS

Since the cessation of last winter's rains, the Agency has directed its
efforts to the repair and restaration of county roads. These repairs include
the rempwal of slide material which encroached onto the traveled way. the
restaration of the traveled way dameged by landslides and slip-outs,
de-watering of saturated hillsides and the repair of damaged pavements due to
excessive groundwatet and infiltration into the roadbed.

Most of the County roadways have now been cleared of all slide material
adbstructing the traveled ways. The few roadways remaining to be cleared hawe
minor slides alang the side of the road that do not significantly impair the
traveling way. Most of the larger roadway slip-outs (slides occuring dowrhill
from the road) are being restored to a temporary rock base surface. The
parpose is to provide a settlement period prior to paving. The finished
asphalt surfacing, including drainage control measures, will be completed
in Septenber and Octcber, 1983.

The following is a narrative of the major roadway damage locations and
the steps being taken to effect restoration:

QLD SANTA CRUZ HIGHWAY

A slip-out slide occurred on Old Santa Cruz Highway in
February, 1983 just northerly of Ogalalla Warpath. The
easterly half of the roadway slipped into the creek below the
roadway. ‘The road has officially been closed between
Idylwild Road and Edwards Road since the slide. Geologic
studies of the soil material in and araund the slide hawe
been made and plans and specifications have been prepared far
the repair. These plans were advertised on an informal basis
and bids were opened an July 12, 1983. This bid process was
approved by the Board of Supervisors previously.

The repair method selected provides for the construction
of a viaduct to replace the portion of the roadway that has -
fallen away in the slip-out. The anticipated campletion time
is the fall of this year with an estimated cost of repair
ranging between $25¢,020 and $389,000.

eI

£ Nc. 96307

C 2778 / gi 26 7:}_(*/3_4,
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memorandum o @

TO FROM R. M. Shields
Each Bcard Manber Director of Reads Qperations |

DATE
f[suBJECT
July 22, 1983

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF QOUNTWIDE ROAD REPAIRS
Page Two .

ROOP ROPD

Roop Road traverses a major landslide 1.2 miles easterly

of New Avernie and has experienced severe settlement for a
distance of over 500 feet. The embankment has now been
restored and the road was gpened to traffic on July 1, 1983.
The final surfacing on the roadway will take place in
September. The repair is temporary in nature as the entire
slide wauld have to be removed to effect a permanent repair

" and appears to be the most cost—effective method in view of
the availability of alternate access.

CLAYTON ROAD

+  Clayton Road experienced a slip-ocut @.7 miles southerly
of Mt. Hamilton Road. Rights-of-entry have been obtained fram
adjacent property owners to facilitate the repa.l.r which shauld
be conpleted by August 1, 1983.

QUIMBY ROAD

Quinby Road experienced a roadway settlement 3.7 miles
east of Chaboya Road, all the result of a mejor landslide.
Moverent of the landslide has ceased thereby permitting the
enbarkment to be restored and the road opened to traffic in
late June.

PROSPECT ROAD

Prospect Road experienced contimiing subsidence due to a
landslide ©.4 miles westerly of Maria Drive. A gectechnical
report is scheduled to be completed next week by a consultant
which will identify the major cause of the slide and make
repair campletion date will depend upon the nature of the
recammended roadway repair technique. It may be necessary to
solicit infarmal bids on this pro)ect to ensure that the work
is campleted prior to the winter rains.

Rroroer Coopr No. 863077
&) 25-2 REV 2/75
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memorandum
[0 FROM p. M. Shields
: Each Board Member Directar of Roads Qperations
SUBJECT DATE

July 22, 1983

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF GIJN'IYWIDE ROAD REPAIRS
Page Three

CELFO LANE AND CHULA VISTA AVENUE

The Agency installed wells and punps to de-water the
roadbeds with contimiocus pumping for three months. The Agency
is currently discussing with the respective geological
consultants the contimuation of the pumping operations
undertaken on Celeo Lane and Chula Vista Averme. It is the
Agency's intent to curtail these pumping gperations based on
the fact that subsidence has effectively ceased and the Caunty
roadways are no longer experiencing distress. The residents
may wish to continue warking with the consultants to ensure
the stability of their home building sites.

With the Caunty's inclusion in the State's Disaster declaration, the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration (FHWA) dispatched survey teams to review the County's roadway damage.
Based upon the FEMA reviews, the County is eligible for reimbursement of 75% of
the estimated $587,0080 damage to non-Federal Aid System roadways. This arount
could change based on the Caunty's statements of non-conaurence filed on 01d
Santa Cruz Highway, Miquelita Road, Quimby Rcad, Clayton Road, Celeo Lane and
Chula Vista Avenue. The County is also eligible for up to $215,00¢ in
reinbursements fram FHWA for damage to Federal Aid System roadways. The Agency
is actively pursuing reimbursement for the locations where work has been
campleted. Attached for your information are copies of summary reports fram
FEMA and FHWA for both on-system roads and off-system rcads.

RMS :mam

Attachments

c: Clerk of the Baard
Sally Reed, County Executiwve
JHG
M

Reorotw Cobr No. 963077
26-a REV 2/7%



ROAD

Shannon Road

Arastradero Road

Praospect Road

_ Hale Averme

E. Dunne Avenue

'E. Dunne Avemie

E. Dunne Averue

QOUNTYWIDE ROAD DAMAGE

SIMMARY
ON-SYSTEM ROADS

TOCATION

1 mi. west of Hicks

200' east of Alpine

@.4 mi. west of
Maria Drive

g.65 mi. south of
Tilton Avenue

1.08 mi east of
Holiday Lake Est.

2.35 mi. east of
Holiday Lake Est.

1.35 mi.. east of
Holiday Lake Est.

DAMAGE

Slide

Tree fell
pvint damage
Slide

Slide

Slide

Slide

Washout

TOTAL ON-SYSTEM ROADS:

EST. QOST

$ 21,000.00

3,100.09

120,000 .00

3,000 .00

10,000 .00

49,500 .09

8,300.90

$214,900 .00
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SANTA CLARA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

PROGRESS REPORT
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VEST. YARD ,*TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
Veek™of’ ROAD MATNTENANCE WORK EFFORT
oad . . - Start Perc;nt Finish )
Area ]| Road Name or_ Area Nature -of Improvement Date Complete | Date Reason_for Performance of Work
3 Hicks Road ) Road qltpbut @ 6-16-83 907 6-20-83
3 __|MHicks Road [ .. . . ;ilipout © leoe] o £-22-83
3 |Moote Sunsét Drive .l ,.fxpaaﬁéig@uc 2-9-83 90% | 7-20-83
1 Stevens Canyon Road i R;;é$§mpout A 5-16-83 90% 7-8-83 ’_
1 _{Montebello: Road Roadalipout | 7-11-83 -0- 7-19-83
1 |Montebello Road Road fi;‘;‘upour 7-20-83 -0- 7-25-83
1 __| M. Eden Road Road sltpout ... | 5-10-83 90% 7-6-83
1. |Boblmen Road  %iiwii  f| RoMd @ltpout  wieri7dl<7-26-83 | -0-  |8-1-83
_ 2 | Monteyina Road . : ilipout A B-3-83 120~ 8243
_2 | Black Road 4 £1ipout 7-19-R3 | . -D- 1-26-83
—2 ] Beaxr Creek Road Road slipout 7-1:83 =0~ 7-5-83
2__| Thompson Road 1l Road slipout 6-22-83 | 10%  |7-7-83
2 0ld Santa Cruz BHwy 1 ‘Road -glipout <0- '——
2 |Safa Springs ‘Road S 115 i 4 7-10%837]  gon - {7-15-83
2| Alwa Bridge Road i ] 8-9-83 -0- _ |8-19-83
~3 . . ‘Rosd nmn: @ 6-23:83 |+ =0-  l6-27-87
3 |Reynolds Road : +¥iEH ‘Kona Tipout © | g e | - 75483
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